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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraphs  (14), (15), 
(13),  and  (17)  are  added  to  paragraph 
(a)  of  §  6.311  and  paragraph,  (p),  sub- 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  are 
aided  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.311  Department  of  Agriculture. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  *  * 

(14)  One  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(Administrative  Officer) . 

(15)  One  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(Counsel  on  Consumer  Interests). 

(16)  One  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(Defense  Mobilization  Planning). 

(17)  One  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(Intergroup  Relations) . 

*  *  *  *  * 

(p)  Office  of  Rural  Areas  Develop¬ 
ment.  (1)  The  Director. 

(2)  One  Assistant  Director. 

(3)  One  private  secretary  to  the 
Director. 

(4)  One  private  secretary  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Director. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FH.  Doc.  61-12039;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture 

PART  1— ADMINISTRATIVE 
REGULATIONS 

Subpart  A — Official  Records 

Revision  of  Subpart 

Subpart  A  of  Part  1,  Title  7,  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

1.1  Policy. 

1.2  Request  for  examination  or  copy  of 

records. 

1.3  Authentication. 

1.4  Restrictions  on  availability. 

1.5  Disclosure  of  material. 

1.6  Compulsory  process. 

1.7  Records  in  adjudication  and  formal 

rule-making  proceedings. 

Authority:  §§  1.1  to  1.7  issued  under  R.S. 
161,  as  amended;  5  U.S.C.  22.  Interprets  or 
applies  sec.  3,  60  Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C.  1002. 


§  1.1  Policy. 

(a)  General.  It  is  the  policy  of  this 
Department  to  make  its  official  records 
available  to  the  public  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible.  This  policy  recognizes 
that,  generally,  knowledge  of  the  affairs 
and  activities  of  Government  is  a  right 
of  citizens  and  is  in  the  public  interest. 
Most  records  of  the  Department  are 
available  to  the  public  for  inspection. 
These  comprise  the  great  bulk  of  infor¬ 
mation  acquired  or  developed  by  the  De¬ 
partment  in  carrying  out  its  varied 
program  responsibilities.  Such  records 
are  intended  to  be  made  available  to 
representatives  of  public  communica¬ 
tions  media,  to  organizations,  individuals 
and  Members  of  Congress,  except  where 
release  is  clearly  prohibited  by  legal  or 
other  restrictions  in  the  public  interest. 

(b)  Exceptions.  There  are  instances 
when  by,  direction  of  the  President,  the 
Congress  or  other  authorities,  the  De¬ 
partment  is  required  to  withhold  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  public.  The  Depart¬ 
ment,  also,  in  making  vital  information 
and  records  available,  must  do  so  in  a 
manner  that  will  protect  the  public  wel¬ 
fare  as  well  as  avoid  giving  undue 
advantage  to  any  person  or  to  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  special  interests.  As  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  the  general  policy,  these  reg¬ 
ulations  describe  the  records  that  are  not 
to  be  made  available,  generally,  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  except  as  indicated. 

§  1.2  Request  for  examination  or  copy 
of  records. 

Request  for  examination  of  a  record 
or  for  a  copy  thereof  shall  be  made  to 
the  agency  administering  the  program 
relating  to  the  same.  Examination  of 
records,  where  examination  is  permitted, 
shall  be  at  times  and  places  and  in  a 
manner  convenient  to  the  public  busi¬ 
ness;  and  copies  or  extracts,  when  avail¬ 
able,  shall  be  furnished  and  the  recipient 
charged  for  the  costs  thereof,  where 
appropriate. 


§  1.3  Authentication. 

When  a  request  is  received  for  an  au¬ 
thenticated  copy  of  a  document  which  is 
available  to  the  party  requesting  same, 
the  agency  having  custody  thereof  shall 
cause  a  correct  copy  to  be  prepared  and 
sent  to  the  Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
which  shall  certify  the  same  and  cause 
the  seal  of  the  Department  to  be  affixed, 
except  that  the  Judicial  Officer,  or  the 
Hearing  Clerk  when  directed  by  the  Ju¬ 
dicial  Officer,  may  authenticate  copies 
of  documents  in  the  records  of  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk. 

§  1.4  Restriction  on  availability. 

The  following  rules  shall  govern  the 
availability  for  examination,  or  the 
furnishing  of  copies,  of  matters  of  official 
records  of  the  Department: 

(a)  Restricted  by  Presidential  Direc¬ 
tive,  statute,  or  Records  Security  Regu - 
.  lations  and  other  regulations.  The  pro¬ 


visions  of  the  applicable  directives,  stat¬ 
utes,  or  regulations  of  this  Department 
or  of  other  agencies  govern  the  circum¬ 
stances  and  extent  of  the  restriction. 

(b)  Administratively  confiden¬ 
tial.  The  following  records  are  adminis¬ 
tratively  confidential  and  shall  not  be 
subject  to  examination  except  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  official  duties,  nor  shall 
copies  thereof  be  furnished  upon  request 
except  in  proper  cases  from  Federal  of¬ 
ficial  sources  or  as  specifically  provided : 

(1)  Blueprints  of  meat  slaughtering 
or  meat,  poultry  or  dairy  products  proc¬ 
essing  plants  and  establishments. 

(2)  Producer’s  referendum  or  other 
ballots  pursuant  to  law. 

(3)  Minutes  of  meetings  (except  reso¬ 
lutions  extracted  therefrom)  of  Boards 
of  Directors  of  Corporations  under  ad¬ 
ministrative  supervision  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture;  and  minutes  of 
meetings  of  advisory  committees  prior  to 
public  announcement  of  conclusions  or 
recommendations  in  due  course,  or  con¬ 
stituting  a  verbatim  transcript  or  a  full 
and  complete  record,  or  where  the  na¬ 
tional  security  is  involved. 

(4)  Audit  records  and  reports,  ex¬ 
cept  (i)  information  with  respect  thereto 
which  the  head  of  an  agency  or  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  a  Corporation  un¬ 
der  administrative  supervision  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  authorizes  to 
be  made  available;  and  (ii)  audits  in 
connection  with  contractual  or  coopera¬ 
tive  relations  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Department  which  the  agency  head 
determines  may  be  made  available  to  the 
contractor,  cooperator  or  other  party 
whose  activities  form  the  basis  of  the 
audits. ' 

(5)  Information  and  reports  furnished 
by  dealers,  manufacturers,  associations 
or  others  covering  quantities  of  com¬ 
modities  processed,  purchased  or  sold 
during  prescribed  periods  and  the  prices 
paid  or  received  therefor. 

(6)  Individual  personnel  records,  in¬ 
cluding  (i)  personnel  investigative  data 
of  any  type,  whether  relating  to  loyalty 
or  to  other  aspects  of  an  individual’s  rec¬ 
ord;  (ii)  information  contained  in  per¬ 
sonnel  records,  including  medical  rec¬ 
ords,  except  as  authorized  by  the 
Director  of  Personnel  to  be  made 
available. 

(7)  Investigation,  inspection  and  ac¬ 
counting  reports  and  supporting  data 
pertaining  to  compliance  with  laws  or 
regulations. 

(8)  Records  of  research,  experimenta¬ 
tion  and  physical  analysis  of  samples 
and  other  materials,  including  patent 
records,  prior  to  publication  or  release. 

(9)  Information  furnished  voluntarily 
by  individuals  or  firms,  relating  to  their 
farm  or  business  operations,  for  use  in 
making  statistical  analyses  as  a  founda¬ 
tion  for  official  estimates  and  reports. 

(10)  Records,  reports  and  estimates  of 
crops  for  consideration  and  release  by 
Crop  Reporting  Board  and  analyses  of 
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the  Outlook  and  Situation  Board  prior 
to  formal  release;  and  listings,  tabula¬ 
tions,  charts,  recommendations,  notes 
and  all  other  pertinent  material  for  use 
in  connection  with  such  estimates  and 
reports. 

(11)  Charges,  complaints,  and  other 
processes  in  connection  with,  and  prior 
to  being  filed  in  adjudicative  proceedings. 

(12)  Research  information  and  data 
involving  research  under  cooperative 
agreements,  contracts  or  grants,  except 
as  may  be  provided  for  in  the  agreement 
or  contract. 

(13)  Information  received  in  ex¬ 
pressed  or  implied  confidence  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  contract,  loan,  or  other 
benefit  or  service,  when  release  of  the  in¬ 
formation  would  impair  the  legitimate 
interests  of  the  person  supplying  the 
information. 

(14)  Papers,  reports,  or  other  infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  dealings  with  foreign 
governments  and  execution  of  foreign 
programs,  when  disclosure  of  such  in¬ 
formation  would  interfere  with  the  suc¬ 
cessful  carrying  out  of  policies,  programs 
and  actions  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment. 

(15)  Data  concerning  products  and 
formulations  provided  by  industry  for 
research  purposes  or  in  connection  with 
the  Department’s  registration  and  other 
regulatory  functions. 

(16)  Section  6  (42  U.S.C.  175),  section 
32  (7  U.S.C.  612c),  and  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  dockets,  until  the  end 
of  the  period  stated  in  the  pertinent 
docket ;  information  concerning  proposed 
purchases  and  contracts  under  such 
dockets,  until  there  has  been  official  re¬ 
lease  to  news  media  or  other  public  dis¬ 
semination  of  such  information. 

(17)  -Information  obtained  or  received 
in  confidence  from  individuals,  coopera¬ 
tive  associations  or  others  for  use  in 
carrying  out  research,  advisory  service 
and  educational  activities  with  farmer 
cooperatives. 

(18)  Information  relating  to  policy 
determinations  or  administrative  de¬ 
cisions  in  program  operations,  advance 
disclosure  of  which  would  give  an  undue 
advantage  to  some,  or  disadvantage  to 
others,  or  would  improperly  affect  a 
pending  action. 

(19)  Analyses,  data,  and  other  ma¬ 
terials  being  prepared  for  release,  prior 
to  actual  release. 

§  1.5  Disclosure  of  material. 

(a)  Classified  or  restricted  material. 
Security  information  shall  not  be  re¬ 
leased  as  long  as  it  remains  classified 
under  Records  Security  Regulations. 
Information  restricted  by  Presidential 
directives,  by  statutes,  or  by  regulations 
of  other  Government  agencies  will  be  re¬ 
leased  only  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  applicable  directives,  stat¬ 
utes,  or  regulations. 

(b)  Administratively  confidential  ma¬ 
terial.  (1)  Material  which  is  adminis¬ 
tratively  confidential  under  this  part  and 
other  regulations  of  the  Department  will 


be  released  only  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  regulations.  Where 
necessary  in  any  case,  release  will  be 
made  with  the  agreement  that  the  con¬ 
fidential  nature  of  the  material  will  be 
maintained.  The  material  also  may  be 
released  under  compulsory  process  in 
accordance  with  §  1.6. 

(2)  Administratively  confidential  ma¬ 
terial  should  not  be  discussed  with  any 
other  person  except  where  official  duties 
make  such  information  a  proper  subject 
for  discussion. 

§  1.6  Compulsory  process. 

In  any  case  where  it  is  sought  by  sub¬ 
poena  duces  tecum  or  other  compulsory 
process  to  require  the  production  of  any 
record  or  information  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  which  the  head  of  agency  has  no 
discretion  with  respect  to  disclosure,  the 
matter  will  be  referred  to  the  Secretary 
for  final  determination.  In  those  cases 
where  the  Secretary  determines  it  would 
be  improper  to  comply  with  the  subpoena 
duces  tecum  or  other  compulsary  proc¬ 
ess,  such  officer  or  employee  will  appear 
in  answer  thereto  and  unless  otherwise 
expressly  directed  by  the  Secretary,  re¬ 
spectfully  decline  to  produce  the  record 
or  information  specified  therein  on  the 
ground  that  the  disclosure  is  prohibited 
by  this  section. 

§  1.7  Records  in  adjudication  and  formal 
rule-making  proceedings. 

Records  in  adjudication  and  formal 
rule-making  proceedings  are  on  file  in 
the  Office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  and  shall  be  made  available  to 
persons  having  a  proper  interest  therein. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  December  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12020;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  and  Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service  (Mar¬ 
keting  Agreements  and  Orders), 
Department  of  Agriculture 
[Navel  Orange  Reg.  218,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  91  4  —  NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

Findings.  1.  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  14,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
914),  regulating  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 


keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling 
of  such  navel  oranges  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act  by  tending  to 
establish  and  maintain  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  for  such  oranges 
as  will  provide,  in  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  and  consumers,  an  orderly  flow 
of  the  supply  thereof  to  market  through¬ 
out  the  norpial  marketing  season  to 
avoid  unreasonable  fluctuations  in  sup¬ 
plies  and  prices,  and  is  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  maintaining  prices  to  farmers 
above  the  level  which  it  is  declared  to 
be  the  policy  of  Congress  to  establish 
under  the  act. 

2.  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  amendment 
is  based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  amendment  must  become 
effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient, 
and  this  amendment  relieves  restrictions 
on  the  handling  of  navel  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California. 

Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions  in 
paragraph  (b)(1)  (iii)  of  §  914.518  (Navel 
Orange  Regulation  218,  26  F.R.  11817) 
are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(iii)  District  3:  140,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  December  15,  1961. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12046;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  No.ER-343] 

PART  221 — CONSTRUCTION,  PUBLI¬ 
CATION,  FILING  AND  POSTING  OF 
TARIFFS  OF  AIR  CARRIERS  AND 
FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIERS 

Subpart  V — Complaints  Against 
Tariffs 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  61-11700  appearing  at 
page  11819  of  the  issue  for  Saturday, 
December  9, 1961,  the  sixth  line  appear¬ 
ing  in  §  221.250  is  corrected  by  deleting 
the  words  “of  the  part”. 
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Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity.  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  2,  Arndt.  6,  Wheat] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Wheat  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Support  Rates 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 
26  P.R.  3873,  7247,  7824,  6697,  7247,  7824, 
8963,  10093  and  containing  the  specific 
requirements  for  the  1961-crop  wheat 
price  support  program  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  421.147(b)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  following  basic  county  sup¬ 
port  rates: 

Montana 


Rate  per  bushel 

County 

From— 

To- 

$1.58 

1.58 

$1.62 

1.62 

1.55 

1.57 

1.56 

1.61 

1.58 

1.62 

1.58 

1.61 

1.55 

1.60 

1.60 

1.61 

1.56 

1.61 

1.56 

1.62 

1.62 

1.64 

1.62 

1.64 

Park  . . . 

1.58 

1.62 

Powell _ 

1.57 

1.59 

1.59 

1.61 

1.62 

1.64 

1.  55 

1.58 

1.58 

1.62 

Sweet  Grass _ 

1.58 

1.62 

1.68 

1.62 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs  101,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  1054;  15  U.S.C. 
714c,  7  U.S.C.  1441,  1421) 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-12054;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  2,  Arndt.  5,  Barley] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Barley  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Support  Rates 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 


26  PR.  5195,  5565,  7007,  7572,  8097,  8559, 
9308,  and  11233,  containing  the  specific 
requirements  for  the  1961-crop  barley 
price  support  program  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  421.187(b)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  following  basic  county  sup¬ 
port  rates. 

Montana 


County 

Rate  per  bushel 

From-* 

To- 

Blaine _ _ _ _ 

$0.71 

$0. 73 
.81 

.79 

.70 

.74 

Cascade  _ 

.73 

.81 

.73 

.78 

Deer  Lodge _ _ 

.82 

.83 

.73 

.76 

.82 

.87 

.74 

.80 

.72 

.75 

.83 

.87 

Hill . . 

.73 

.76 

.73 

.77 

Lake _ 

.85 

.87 

.73 

.81 

.73 

.77 

.82 

.87 

.73 

.79 

.87 

.89 

.87 

.89 

.72 

.74 

.73 

.79 

.73 

.79 

.83 

.85 

.85 

.87 

.87 

.89 

.82 

.83 

.72 

.75 

.73 

.77 

.73 

.80 

.73 

.79 

Wheatland _ _ 

.73 

.77 

.72 

.74 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
sec.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended,  15 
U.S.C.  714,  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441,  1442) 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12051;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8  49  a.m.] 


[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  2,  Amdt.  3,  Rye] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Rye  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Support  Rates 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 
26  F.R.  5783,  9627,  6703,  9121,  9308 
and  containing  the  specific  requirements 
for  the  1961-crop  rye  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

Section  421.487(b)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  following  basic  county  sup¬ 
port  rates: 


County 

Rate  per  bushel 

From— 

.  To— 

Blaine . . 

$0.  78 
.88 

$0. 81 
.90 

Broadwater _ 

Carbon _ 

.77 

.82 

Cascade _ 

.80 

.90 

Chouteau _ 

.80 

.87 

Deer  Lodge _ 

.91 

.93 

Fergus...” _ 

.80 

.84 

Flathead  ... 

.91 

.97 

.81 

.89 

Golden  Valley _ 

.79 

.83 

Granite _ 

.93 

.97 

Hill . . 

.80 

.84 

Judith  Basin _ _ _ 

.80 

.86 

Lake _ _ _ 

.95 

.97 

Lewis  and  Clark _ 

.80 

.90 

Liberty _ _ _ 

.80 

.85 

Lincoln _ 

.91 

.97 

Meagher _ _ 

.80 

.88 

.97 

.99 

Missoula _ _ _ 

.97 

.99 

Musselshell _ 

.79 

.82 

.80 

.88 

.80 

.81 

Phillips _ 

.74 

.76 

.80 

.88 

Powell _ _ 

.92 

.94 

.94 

.97 

.97 

.99 

.91 

.93 

.79 

.83 

.80 

.85 

Teton _ _ _ _ _ 

'  .80 

.89 

.80 

.88 

.80 

.85 

.79 

.82 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441) 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
December  14,  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12053;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  1,  Amdt.  2,  Flaxseed] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Flaxseed  Loan 
and  Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Support  Rates 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 
26  F.R.  4315  and  8413,  containing  the 
specific  requirements  for  the  1961-crop 
flaxseed  price  support  program  are  here¬ 
by  amended  as  follows: 

Section  421.583(c)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  following  basic  county  sup¬ 
port  rates: 

Montana 


County 

Rate  per  bushel 

From — 

To— 

Broadwater . 

$2. 46 

$2.50 

Carbon _ ; _ _ ... 

2. 45 

2.50 

2.  40 

2.43 

Gallatin  _ 

2.45 

2.50 

Park . . . 

2.45 

2.50 

Stillwater _ _ 

2.  45 

2.50 

Sweet  Grass . 

2.45 

2.50 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  sec.  5,  62 
Stat.  1072;  secs.  301,  401,  63  Stat.  1054;  15 
U.S.C.  714  b  and  c.  7  U.S.C.  1447,  1421) 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  14, 1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

|  P  R.  Doc.  61-12052;  Piled,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.J 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VI — Department  of  the  Navy 

SUBCHAPTER  C — PERSONNEL 

SUBCHAPTER  D — PROCUREMENT,  PROPERTY, 
PATENTS,  AND  CONTRACTS 

SUBCHAPTER  G — MISCELLANEOUS  RULES 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

Scope  and  purpose.  The  amendments 
are  intended  to  update  (1)  references  to 
Marine  Corps  activities  and  regulatory 
publications,  (2)  provisions  relating  to 
disposal  of  property  in  accordance  with 
current  Department  of  Defense  regula¬ 
tions,  and  (3)  a  section  entitled  “Com¬ 
mercial  advertising”  by  supplementing 
its  applicability  to  Marine  Corps  person¬ 
nel  and  by  adding  a  cross-reference  to  a 
Department  of  Defense  regulation. 

PART  711— naval  reserve 
OFFICERS  TRAINING  CORPS 

Subpart  H — Marine  Corps 

1.  Section  711.802(d)  (5)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows : 

§  711.802  Training. 

***** 

(d)  *  *  * 

(5)  Clothing  and  equipment.  (i) 
Articles  of  Marine  Corps  clothing  as  out¬ 
lined  in  Marine  Corps  Individual  Cloth¬ 
ing  Regulations  (Marine  Corps  Order 
P10120.28)  will  be  issued  by  the  Marine 
Corps  for  the  duration  of  summer 
training. 

(ii)  Equipment  required  for  the  train¬ 
ing  of  all  NROTC  students  at  summer 
P10120.28)  will  be  issued  by  the  Marine 
Corps  training  activity  and  accounted 
for  as  prescribed  by  current  directives. 

2.  Section  711.804(b)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  711.804  Clothing. 

♦  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Issuance  of  Marine  Corps  clothing. 

(1)  Prior  to  graduation  and  acceptance 
of  appointment  in  the  Marine  Corps  or 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Marine  Corps 
candidates  will  be  issued  gratuitously, 
from  stock,  those  items  of  uniforms  listed 
in  Marine  Corps  Individual  Clothing 
Regulations  (MCO  P10120.28)  for 
NROTC  students,  as  appropriate  to  the 
season  when  commissioned.  This  issue 
will  be  in  addition  to  any  uniform  gra¬ 
tuity  received.  Accounting  instructions 
relative  to  the  issue  of  in-kind  clothing, 


as  provided  herein,  are  contained  in  the 
aforementioned  publication. 

(2)  Marine  Officer  Instructors  will 
submit,  via  the  Professor  of  Naval  Sci¬ 
ence,  at  least  thirty  days  in  advance  of 
time  the  clothing  is  required,  requisi¬ 
tions  for  required  clothing  to: 

Commanding  General,  Marine  Corps  Supply 
Activity,  1100  South  Broad  Street,  Phila¬ 
delphia  45,  Pa. 

or 

Commanding  General,  Marine  Corps  Supply 
Center,  Barstow,  Calif. 

(3)  Requisitions  should  show  the 
names  of  the  individuals  to  whom  the 
clothing  is  to  be  issued  and  specify  sizes 
required.  In  the  event  any  individual 
cannot  be  fitted  from  stock  sizes  listed 
in  the  Catalog  of  the  Marine  Corps  Stock 
List,  Special  List,  Single  Manager 
Clothing  and  Textile  Items,  a  special 
clothing  requisition  form,  DD  Form 
358,  will  be  prepared  covering  the  articles 
which  cannot  be  supplied  from  stock. 
All  requisitions  submitted  pursuant 
hereto  will  make  reference  to  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Upon  receipt  of  the  clothing  from 
the  Marine  Corps  Stock  Account,  it  will 
be  issued  to  the  individuals  concerned 
in  order  to  permit  sufficient  time  prior 
to  graduation  for  any  required  altera¬ 
tions. 


PART  736— DISPOSITION  OF 
PROPERTY 

1.  Section  736.1(c)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

736.1  General. 

***** 

(c)  The  Navy  Property  Redistribution 
and  Disposal  Regulations  and  directives 
issued  by  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
cover  the  disposition  of  all  property  of 
the  Department,  including  disposition 
under  the  Federal  Property  Act.  The 
Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts  Manual 
and  the  Marine,  Corps  Supply  Manual 
contain  information  and  operating  in¬ 
structions  for  the  guidance  of  field  per¬ 
sonnel  in  disposing  of  personal  property 
at  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  installations, 
respectively.  The  Material  Inspection 
Service  Administration  Manual  contains 
similar  information  applicable  to  the 
disposition  of  contractor  inventory. 
These  publications  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Office  of  Naval  Material, 
Washington  25,  D.C. ;  at  the  offices  of 
the  Commandants  of  the  several  Naval 
Districts  and  River  Commands;  at  the 
several  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  installa¬ 
tions:  or  at  offices  of  the  Supervising 
Inspectors  of  Naval  Material. 

2.  Section  736.3(b)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  736.3  Sale  of  personal  properly. 

*  *  *  *  ♦ 

(b)  Sales  by  the  activities  listed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are  by 
competitive  sealed  bid,  by  spot  bid.  by 
auction,  or  negotiated  method.  A  de¬ 
posit,  generally  20  percent  of  the  amount 
bid,  is  required  of  each  bidder.  The 
National  Bidders  Control  Center,  United 
States  Air  Force,  San  Antonio,  Texas, 
maintains  bidders  lists  used  by  all  au¬ 
thorized  selling  activities  in  soliciting 


invitations  to  bid.  The  National  Bidders 
Control  Center,  also  has  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  all  printing  of  sales  invita¬ 
tions,  flyers,  and  brochures  required  by 
all  authorized  sales  activities.  The  au¬ 
thorized  selling  activities  listed  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  sell  property 
for  all  non-selling  activities  located 
within  certain  geographical  boundaries, 
regardless  of  service  affiliation. 

3.  Section  736.5(f)  (1)  (i)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  736.5  Disposition  of  real  and  personal 
property  under  special  statutory  au¬ 
thority. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(f)  Donations  and  loans  of  personal 
property.  (1)  *  *  * 

(i)  Schools  such  as  maritime  acad¬ 
emies  or  military,  naval,  Air  Force  or 
Coast  Guard  preparatory  schools,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  as 
educational  activities  of  special  interest 
to  the  armed  services. 


PART  765— RULES  APPLICABLE  TO 
THE  PUBLIC 

1.  Section  765.17  (b)  (3)  (vi)  and  (e) 
is  revised,  and  (f)  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  765.17  Commercial  advertising. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(vi)  Names  and  pictures  of  naval 
personnel  shall  not  be  used  for  adver¬ 
tising  purposes  without  first  obtaining 
the  permission  of  the  personnel  in 
question  and  without  submission  of  the 
advertisement,  in  completed  form,  to 
the  Office  of  Information,  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  or  district, 
fleet  or  force  commanders  for  review 
and  clearance  prior  to  publication. 
When  the  naval  personnel  in  question 
are  Marines,  the  advertisement,  in  com¬ 
pleted  form,  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps  (Di¬ 
rector  of  Information),  Headquarters 
Marine  Corps,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
***** 

(e)  When  there  is  doubt  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  the  copy  of  photographs,  ref¬ 
erence  should  be  made  to  the  Office  of 
Information,  Navy  Department,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  or  to  the  Commandant 
of  the  Marine  Corps  (Director  of  Infor¬ 
mation)  ,  Headquarters  Marine  Corps, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  if  the  advertising 
pertains  to  the  Marine  Corps. 

(f)  See  also  §  137.12  of  this  title. 

(R.S.  161,  sec.  203,  63  Stat.  385,  sec.  202. 
63  Stat.  580,  sec.  5031,  70A  Stat.  278,  as 
amended:  5  U.S.C.  22,  171a,  10  U.S.C.  5031,  40 
U.S.C.  484) 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy. 

[sealI  Robert  D.  Powers,  Jr., 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Navy,  Acting 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  - 
the  Navy. 

December  15,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12055;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 
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Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  the  Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL 

[CGFR  61-531 

PART  2— GENERAL  DUTIES  AND 
JURISDICTION 

Law  Enforcement  Responsibilities  on 
Navigable  Waters  of  the  United 
States 

The  primary  duties  of  the  Coast  Guard 
as  set  forth  in  section  2  of  Title  14, 
United  States  Code,  read  as  follows: 

The  Coast  Guard  shall  enforce  or  assist  in 
the  enforcement  of  all  applicable  Federal 
laws  upon  the  high  seas  and  waters  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  shall 
administer  laws  and  promulgate  and  enforce 
regulations  for  the  promotion  of  safety  of 
life  and  property  on  the  high  seas  and  on 
waters  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  covering  all  matters  not 
specifically  delegated  by  law  to  some  other 
executive  department;  shall  develop,  es¬ 
tablish,  maintain,  and  operate,  with  due  re¬ 
gard  to  the  requirements  of  national  defense, 
aids  to  maritime  navigation,  ice-breaking 
facilities,  and  rescue  facilities  for  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  safety  on  and  over  the  high  seas 
and  waters  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States;  shall  engage  in  oceanographic 
research  on  the  high  seas  and  in  waters  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States; 
and  shall  maintain  a  state  of  readiness  to 
function  as  a  specialized  service  in  the  Navy 
in  time  of  war. 

In  addition,  the  Commandant  of  the 
Coast  Guard  has  responsibility  for  the 
administration  of  inspection  laws  under 
section  372  of  Title  46  (Shipping) ,  United 
States  Code,  as  well  as  general  super¬ 
intendence  of  the  commercial  marine 
and  merchant  seamen  of  the  United 
States  so  far  as  such  vessels  and  seamen 
are  not  under  other  laws  subject  to  the 
supervision  of  any  other  officer  of  the 
Federal  Government  under  section  2  of 
Title  46,  United  States  Code. 

The  Federal  Boating  Act  of  1958  (46 
U.S.C.  527-527h)  recognizes  the  in¬ 
creased  use  of  navigable  waters  for  all 
purposes.  Section  9  states  the  Con¬ 
gressional  policy  and  provides  for  co¬ 
operation  between  the  several  states  and 
the  Federal  Government  for  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  specific  laws.  This  Congres¬ 
sional  declaration  of  policy  reads  as 
follows: 

It  is  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress 
to  encourage  uniformity  of  boating  laws, 
rules,  and  regulations  as  among  the  several 
States  and  the  Federal  Government  to  the 
fullest  extent  practicable,  subject  to  reasona¬ 
ble  exceptions  arising  out  of  local  conditions. 
In  the  interest  of  fostering  the  development, 
use,  and  enjoyment  of  all  the  waters  of  the 
United  States  it  is  further  declared  to  be 
the  policy  of  the  Congress  hereby  to  encour¬ 
age  the  highest  degree  of  reciprocity  and 
comity  among  the  several  Jurisdictions.  The 
Secretary,  acting  under  the  authority  of  sec¬ 
tion  141  of  Title  14  (United  States  Code) 
shall  to  the  greatest  possible  extent  enter 
into  agreements  and  other  arrangements 
with  the  States  to  insure  that  there  shall  be 
the  fullest  possible  cooperation  in  the  en¬ 


forcement  of  both  State  and  Federal 
Statutes,  rules,  and  .regulations  relating  to 
recreational  boating. 

The  purpose  for  this  document  is  to 
describe  the  Coast  Guard’s  general  duties 
and  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  the 
administration  and  enforcement  of  vari¬ 
ous  navigation  and  vessel  inspection 
laws,  rules  and  regulations  on  the  navi¬ 
gable  waters  of  the  United  States.  This 
document  establishes  33  CFR  Part  2  and 
sets  forth  general  statements  of  policy, 
interpretive  rulings  and  description  of 
practices  intended  to  clarify  questions 
presented  regarding  such  duties  and 
jurisdiction.  The  information  in  this 
part  is  intended  also  to  further  the  de¬ 
velopment,  use  and  enjoyment  of  all  the 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States 
and  to  clarify  responsibilities  with  re¬ 
spect  to  laws,  rules  and  regulations  in¬ 
tended  to  promote  safety  of  life  and 
property  on  these  waters. 

Because  the  regulations  in  this  part 
are  general  statements  of  policy,  inter¬ 
pretive  rules,  procedures  or  practices,  it 
is  hereby  found  that  the  Coast  Guard 
is  exempt  from  compliance  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (respecting 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  public 
rule  making  procedures  thereon,  and  ef¬ 
fective  date  requirements) . 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
as  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  by  Treasury  Department  Orders 
120,  dated  July  31,  1950  (15  F.R.  6521), 
and  167-17,  dated  June  25,  1955  (20  F.R. 
4976),  to  promulgate  regulations  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  statutes  cited  with 
the  regulations  below,  the  following  regu¬ 
lations  are  prescribed  and  shall  be  in 
effect  on  and  after  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  : 

Subpart  2.01 — General  Provisions 

Sec. 

2.01-1  Scope. 

2.01-5  Assignment  of  functions. 

2.01-10  Penalties  and  violations. 

Subpart  2.05 — Coast  Guard  Functions  and 
Powers 

2.05-1  Primary  duties  assigned  by  law. 
2.05-5  Law  enforcement. 

Subpart  2.10 — Definitions 

2.10- 1  High  seas. 

2.10- 5  Navigable  waters  of  the  United 

States. 

2.10- 10  Waters  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 

of  the  United  States. 

2.10- 15  State  waters. 

Sibpart  2.15 — Availability  of  Determinations 

2.15- 1  Coast  Guard  determinations. 

2.15- 5  Determinations  made  by  other  Fed¬ 

eral  Agencies. 

2.15- 15  Procedures  for  making  determina¬ 

tions. 

2.15- 20  Availability  of  determinations. 

Subpart  2.20 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — General 

2.20- 1  Listings. 

2.20- 5  Navigable  waterways  generally. 

Subpart  2.21 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Alabama 

2.21- 1  Chattahoochee  River. 

Subpart  2.23 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Arizona 

2.23-1  Colorado  River. 


Subpart  2.24 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States— Arkansas 

Sec. 

2.24- 1  Current  River. 

2.24- 5  Norfprk  Lake. 

2.24- 10  Ouachita  River. 

2.24- 15  White  River. 

Subpart  2.25 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States— California 

2.25- 1  Colorado  River. 

2.25- 5  Lake  Tahoe. 

Subpart  2.30 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Florida 

2.30- 1  Chattahoochee  River. 

2.30- 5  Rainbow  Springs. 

2.30- 10  Withlacoochee  River. 

Subpart  2.31 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States— Georgia 

2.31- 1  Chattahoochee  River. 

2.31- 5  Flint  River. 

2.31- 10  Savannah  River. 

Subpart  2.33 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Hawaii 

2.33- 1  Huleia  River. 

2.33- 5  Wailua  River. 

Subpart  2.34 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States— Idaho 

2.34- 1  Lake  Coeur  D’Alene. 

2.34- 5  Pend  Oreille  Lake. 

2.34- 10  Priest  Lake. 

2.34- 15  Snake  River. 

Subpart  2.36 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Indiana 

2.36- 1  Maumee  River. 

Subpart  2.37 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Iowa 

2.37- 1  Missouri  River. 

Subpart  2.38 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Kansas 

2.38- 1  Missouri  River. 

Subpart  2.39 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Kentucky 

2.39- 1  Cumberland  River. 

Subpart  2.40 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Louisiana 

2.40- 1  Ouachita  River. 

Subpart  2.41 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Maine 

2.41- 1  Taunton  Bay. 

Subpart  2.42 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Maryland 

2.42- 1  Susquehanna  River. 

Subpart  2.44 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Michigan 

2.44- 1  Clam  Lake. 

2.44- 5  Hamlin  Lake. 

2.44- 10  Kent  Lake. 

2.44- 15  Lake  Macatawa. 

2.44- 20  Tahquamenon  River. 

2.44- 25  Torch  Lake. 

Subpart  2.45 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Minnesota 

2.45- 1  Lake  Bemidji. 

2.45- 5  Big  Stone  Lake. 

2.45- 10  Minnesota  River. 

2.45- 15  Rainy  Lake. 

2.45- 20  Lake  Traverse. 

2.45- 25  Vermilion  Lake. 

2.45- 30  Lake  of  the  Woods. 

Subpart  2.46— Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Mississippi 

2.46- 1  Little  Tallahatchie  River. 
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Subpart  2.47 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Missouri 

Sec. 

2.47- 1  Current  River. 

2.47- 5  Missouri  River. 

2.47- 10  Norfolk  Lake. 

2.47- 15  Osage  River. 

2.47- 20  White  River. 

Subpart  2.46 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Montana 

2.48- 1  Missouri  River. 

Subpart  2.49 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Nebraska 

2.49- 1  Missouri  River. 

Subpart  2.50 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Nevada 

2.50- 1  Colorado  River. 

2.50- 5  Lake  Tahoe. 

Subpart  2.52 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — New  Jersey 

2.52-1  Greenwood  Lake. 

Subpart  2.54 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — New  York 

2.54- 1  Greenwood  Lake. 

2.54- 5  Keuka  Lake. 

2.54- 10  New  York  State  Barge  Canal  Sys¬ 

tem. 

2.54- 15  Onondaga  Lake. 

2.54- 20  Seneca  Lake. 

Subpart  2.55 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — North  Carolina 

2.55- 1  Dan  River. 

2.55- 5  Great  Pee  Dee  River. 

2.55- 10  Little  Pee  Dee  River. 

2.55- 15  Little  Tennessee  River. 

2.55- 20  Roanoke  River. 

2.55- 25  Yadkin  River. 

2.55- 30  Waccamaw  River. 

2.55- 35  Wateree-Catawba  River. 

Subpart  2.56 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — North  Dakota 

2.56- 1  Missouri  River. 

Subpart  2.57 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Ohio 

2.57- 1  Maumee  River. 

Subpart  2.58 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Oklahoma 

2.58- 1  Lake  Texoma. 

Subpart  2.59 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Oregon 

2.59- 1  Columbia  River. 

2.59- 5  Snake  River. 

Subpart  2.60 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Pennsylvania 

2.60- 1  Allegheny  River. 

2.60- 5  Susquehanna  River. 

2.60- 10  West  Branch,  Susquehanna  River. 

Subpart  2.63 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — South  Carolina 

2.63- 1  Congaree  River. 

2.63- 5  Cooper  River. 

2.63- 10  Great  Pee  Dee  River. 

2.63- 15  Little  Pee  Dee  River. 

2.63- 20  Santee  River. 

2.63- 25  Savannah  River. 

2.63- 30  Waccamaw  River. 

2.63- 35  Wateree-Catawba  River. 

2.63- 40  Lumber  River. 

Subpart  2.64 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — South  Dakota 

Sec. 

2.64- 1  Big  Stone  Lake. 

2.64- 5  Minnesota  River. 

2.64- 10  Missouri  River. 

2.64- 15  Lake  Traverse. 


Subpart  2.65 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Tennessee 

Sec. 

2.65- 1  Clinch  River. 

2.65- 5  Cumberland  River. 

2.65- 10  French  Broad  River. 

2.65- 15  Holston  River. 

2.65- 20  Little  Tennessee  River. 

2.65- 25  South  Holston  Lake. 

Subpart  2.66— Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Texas 

2.66- 1  Colorado  River. 

2.66- 5  Rio  Grande  River. 

2.66- 10  San  Jacinto  River. 

2.66- 15  Lake  Texoma. 

Subpart  2.69 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Virginia 

2.69- 1  Clinch  River. 

2.69- 5  Dan  River. 

2.69- 10  New  River. 

2.69- 15  Occoquan  Creek. 

2.69- 20  Roanoke  River. 

2.69- 25  Smith  River. 

2.69- 30  South  Holston  Lake. 

Subpart  2.71 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Washington 

2.71- 1  Columbia  River. 

2.71- 5  Ross  Lake. 

2.71- 10  Sammamish  River. 

2.71- 15  Snake  River. 

Subpart  2.72 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — West  Virginia 

2.72- 1  New  River. 

2.72- 5  Tygart  River. 

Subpart  2.73 — Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States — Wisconsin 

2.73- 1  Wisconsin  River. 

Subpart  2.99 — Non-Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States 

2.99- 1  General. 

2.99- 20  Arkansas. 

2.99- 25  California. 

2.99- 35  Connecticut. 

2.99- 45  District  of  Columbia. 

2.99- 55  Georgia. 

2.99- 80  Indiana. 

2.99- 90  Kansas. 

2.99- 100  Louisiana. 

2.99- 110  Maryland. 

2.99- 120  Michigan. 

2.99- 130  Mississippi. 

2.99- 140  Montana. 

2.99- 145  Nebraska. 

2.99- 190  Oklahoma. 

2.99- 215  South  Carolina. 

2.99- 225  Tennessee. 

2.99- 255  Washington. 

2.99- 265  Wisconsin. 

2.99- 270  Wyoming. 

Authority:  §§2.01-1  to  2.99-270  issued 
under  sec.  3,  60  Stat.  238,  and  sec.  633,  63 
Stat.  545;  5  U.S.C.  1002,  14  U.S.C.  633. 

Subpart  2.01 — General  Provisions 

§  2.01—1  Scope. 

(a)  The  rules  and  regulations  in  this 
part  are  statements  of  policy,  interpre¬ 
tive  rulings,  or  descriptions  of  practices 
with  respect  to  the  general  duties  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  Coast  Guard  in  the 
administration  and  enforcement  of  navi¬ 
gation  and  vessel  inspection  laws. 

(b)  The  primary  duties  of  the  Coast 
Guard  are  described  in  section  2  of  Title 
14  (Coast  Guard),  U.S.  Code,  and  sec¬ 
tions  2  and  372  of  Title  46  (Shipping), 
U.S.  Code. 

§  2.01—5  Assignment  of  functions. 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by 
Treasury  Department  Orders  120,  dated 


July  31,  1950  (15  F.R.  6521),  and  167-17 
dated  June  25,  1955  (20  F.R.  4976) ,  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commandant,  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  authority  to  prescribe  rules 
and  regulations  as  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  any  law  administered 
by  the  Coast  Guard.  The  general  state¬ 
ments  of  policy,  interpretive  rules,  and 
descriptions  of  practices  are  prescribed 
pursuant  to  section  3  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1002)  and 
section  633  of  Title  14,  U.S.  Code,  in  the 
act  of  August  4, 1949. 

§  2.01—10  Penalties  and  violations. 

(a)  The  regulations  in  this  part  are 
“interpretive  rules,  general  statements  of 
policy,  rules  of  agency  organization,  pro¬ 
cedure,  or  practice”  as  described  in  sub¬ 
section  4(a)  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003  (a)).  The 
failure  to  comply  with  any  law  as  inter¬ 
preted  by  a  regulation  in  this  part  will  be 
considered  as  a  violation  of  such  law  and 
a  penalty  may  be  assessed. 

(b)  The  reports  of  violations  of  navi¬ 
gation  and  vessel  inspection  laws,  as 
well  as  the  assessment,  collection,  miti¬ 
gation  or  remission  of  penalties  author¬ 
ized  by  law  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
46  CFR  Subpart  2.50  (Subchapter  A— 
Procedures  Applicable  to  the  Public). 

Subpart  2.05 — Coast  Guard  Functions 
and  Powers 

§  2.05—1  Primary  duties  assigned  by  law. 

(a)  Section  2  of  Title  14  (Coast 
Guard),  U.S.  Code,  states  the  primary 
duties  of  the  Coast  Guard  as  follows : 

The  Coast  Guard  shall  enforce  or  assist  in 
the  enforcement  of  all  applicable  Federal 
laws  upon  the  high  seas  and  waters  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  shall 
administer  laws  and  promulgate  and  enforce 
regulations  for  the  promotion  of  safety  of 
life  and  property  on  the  high  seas  and  on 
waters  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  covering  all  matters  not  spe¬ 
cifically  delegated  by  law  to  some  other  ex¬ 
ecutive  department;  shall  develop,  establish, 
maintain,  and  operate,  with  due  regard  to 
the  requirements  of  national  defense,  aids 
to  maritime  navigation,  ice-breaking  facili¬ 
ties,  and  rescue  facilities  for  the  promotion 
of  safety  on  and  over  the  high  seas  and 
waters  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States;  shall  engage  in  oceanographic 
research  on  the  high  seas  and  in  water  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States; 
and  shaU  maintain  a  state  of  readiness  to 
function  as  a  specialized  service  in  the  Navy 
in  time  of  war. 

(b)  Section  2  of  Title  46  (Shipping), 
U.S.  Code,  states  certain  duties  of  the 
Coast  Guard  as  follows : 

The  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard  and 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs  shall  have  gen¬ 
eral  superintendence  of  the  commercial  ma¬ 
rine  and  merchant  seamen  of  the  United 
States  so  far  as  vesssels  and  seamen  are  not 
under  existing  laws  subject  to  the  super¬ 
vision  of  any  other  officer  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  •  *  • 

(c)  Section  4403  of  the  Revised  Sta¬ 
tutes,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  372) ,  states 
administrative  duties  of  the  Coast  Guard 
with  respect  to  inspections  as  follows: 

The  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard  shall 
superintend  the  administration  of  the  steam¬ 
boat-inspection  laws,  and  produce  a  correct 
and  uniform  administration  of  the  inspec¬ 
tion  laws,  rules,  and  regulations. 
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(d)  The  regulations  in  46  CFR  Chap¬ 
ter  I,  and  in  this  chapter  have  been  pre¬ 
scribed  to  implement  various  laws  ad¬ 
ministered  or  enforced  by  the  Coast 
Guard,  which  laws  are  described  in  or 
with  the  applicable  regulations. 

§  2.05—5  Law  enforcement. 

(a)  Section  89  of  Title  14  (Coast 
Guard),  U.S.  Code,  states  the  law  en¬ 
forcement  duties  of  the  Coast  Guard  as 
follows : 

The  Coast  Guard  may  make  inquiries, 
examinations,  inspections,  searches,  seizures, 
and  arrests  upon  the  high  seas  and  waters 
over  which  the  United  States  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  for  the  prevention,  detection,  and  sup¬ 
pression  of  violations  of  laws  of  the  United 
States.  For  such  purposes,  commissioned, 
warrant,  and  petty  officers  may  at  any  time 
go  on  hoard  any  vessel  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction,  or  to  the  operation  of  any  law,  of 
the  United  States,  address  inquiries  to  those 
on  board,  examine  the  ship’s  documents  and 
papers,  and  examine,  inspect,  and  search  the 
vessel  and  use  all  necessary  force  to  compel 
compliance.  When  frdm  such  inquiries,  ex¬ 
amination,  Inspection,  or  search  it  appears 
that  a  breach  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
rendering  a  person  liable  to  arrest  is  being,  or 
has  been  committed,  by  any  person,  such 
person  shall  be  arrested  or,  if  escaping  to 
shore,  shall  be  immediately  pursued  and  ar¬ 
rested  on  shore,  or  other  lawful  and  appro¬ 
priate  action  shall  be  taken;  or,  if  it  shall 
appear  that  a  breach  of  the  law's  of  the 
United  States  has  been  committed  so  as  to 
render  such  vessel,  or  the  merchandise,  or 
any  part  thereof,  on  board  of,  or  brought 
into  the  United  States  by,  such  vessel,  liable 
to  forfeiture,  or  so  as  to  render  such  vessel 
liable  to  a  fine  or  penalty  and  if  necessary 
to  secure  such  fine  or  penalty,  such  vessel  or 
such  merchandise,  or  both,  shall  be  seized. 

The  officers  of  the  Coast  Guard  insofar 
as  they  are  engaged,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  this  section,  in  en¬ 
forcing  any  law  of  the  United  States  shall: 

be  deemed  to  be  acting  as  agents  of  the 
particular  executive  department  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  charged  with  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  particular  law;  and 
be  subject  to  all  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  by  such  department  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  with  respect  to  the 
enforcement  of  that  law. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  are  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  any  powers  conferred  by  law  upon 
such  officers,  and  not  in  limitation  of  any 
powers  conferred  by  law  upon  such  officers, 
or  any  other  officers  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  Subsection  8(c)  of  the  Federal 
Boating  Act  of  1958  (46  U.S.C.  527e>, 
states  the  enforcement  duties  of  the 
Coast  Guard  as  follows: 

Commissioned,  warrant,  and  petty  officers 
of  the  Coast  Guard  may  board  any  vessel  re¬ 
quired  to  be  numbered  under  this  act  at 
any  time  such  vessel  is  found  upon  the 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  its 
Territories  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  or 
on  the  high  seas,  address  inquiries  to  those 
on  board,  require  appropriate  proof  of  iden¬ 
tification  therefrom,  examine  the  certificate 
of  number  issued  under  this  subchapter,  or 
in  the  absence  of  such  certificate  require 
appropriate  proof  of  identification  of  the 
owner  of  the  vessel,  and,  in  addition, 
examine  such  vessel  for  compliance  with 
this  Act,  the  Act  of  April  25,  1940,  as 
amended,  and  the  applicable  rules  of  the 
road. 

(c)  As  a  Service  within  the  Treasury 
Department,  Subsection  1581(b)  of  Title 
No.  244- 


19,  U.S.  Code,  the  Coast  Guard’s  enforce¬ 
ment  duties  with  respect  to  navigation 
laws  are : 

Officers  of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
and  other  persons  authorized  by  such  depart¬ 
ment  may  go  on  board  of  any  vessel  at  any 
place  in  the  United  States  or  within  the 
customs  waters  and  hail,  stop,  and  board 
such  vessel  in  the  enforcement  of  the  navi¬ 
gation  laws  and  arrest  or,  in  case  of  escape 
or  attempted  escape,  pursue  and  arrest  any 
person  engaged  in  the  breach  or  violation 
of  the  navigation  laws. 

(d)  Section  5294  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  7), 
describes  authority  of  the  Commandant 
with  respect  to  penalties  for  violations 
of  certain  laws  and  their  remission  or 
mitigation  as  follows: 

The  Commandant  of  the  Coast 
Guard  *  *  *,  may,  upon  application  there¬ 
for,  remit  or  mitigate  any  fine,  penalty,  or 
forfeiture  provided  for  in  laws  relating  to 
vessels  or  discontinue  any  prosecution  to 
recover  penalties  or  relating  to  forfeitures 
denounced  in  such  laws,  excepting  the 
penalty  of  imprisonment  or  of  removal  from 
office,  upon  such  terms  as  he,  in  his  discre¬ 
tion,  shall  think  proper;  and  all  rights  grant¬ 
ed  to  informers  by  such  laws  shall  be  held 
subject  to  the  Commandant’s  *  *  •  powers 
of  remission,  except  in  cases  where  the 
claims  of  any  informer  to  the  share  of  any 
penalty  shall  have  been  determined  by  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction  prior  to  the 
application  for  the  remission  of  the  the 
penalty  or  forfeiture;  and  the  Comman¬ 
dant  *  *  *  shall  have  authority  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  facts  upon  all  such  applications  in 
such  manner  and  under  such  regulations 
as  he  may  deem  proper. 

Subpart  2.10 — Definitions 

§  2.10-1  High  seas. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  describing 
Coast  Guard  jurisdiction  generally  in  sec¬ 
tion  2,  Title  14,  U.S.  Code,  the  act  of 
May  10,  1956  (46  U.S.C.  390) ,  and  other 
laws  relating  to  navigation,  navigable 
waters,  or  vessel  inspection,  the  term 
“high  seas”  shall  be  considered  to  be 
those  parts  of  a  sea  or  ocean  which  are 
not  included  in  the  territorial  sea  or  in 
the  internal  waters  of  a  nation. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  the  Rules  of 
the  Road  as  contemplated  by  section  2 
of  the  act  of  February  19, 1895  (33  U.S.C. 
151),  or  enforcement  of  R.S.  4438a,  as 
amended  (46  U.S.C.  224a),  the  Coast¬ 
wise  Load  Line  Act,  as  amended  (46 
U.S.C.  88),  the  act  of  June  20,  1936,  as 
amended  (46  U.S.C.  367) ,  and  other  laws 
referring  to  the  act  of  February  19,  1895, 
the  term  “high  seas”  shall  be  construed 
to  be  the  waters  upon  which  the  “Rules 
of  the  Road — International”  shall  apply. 
(See  section  82.1  of  this  chapter.) 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  describing  Coast 
Guard  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  crim¬ 
inal  offenses  under  Title  18,  U.S.  Code, 
the  term  “high  seas”  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  Title  18,  U.S.  Code,  includes  the 
territorial  sea  as  well  as  the  seas  beyond 
the  territorial  sea  which  are  “out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  particular  state”.  In 
some  instances,  individual  sections  of 
Title  18  cover  offenses  committed  on  both 
the  high  seas  and  on  navigable  waters 
of  the  United  States  within  a  State.  Of 
course,  criminal  jurisdiction  on  the  high 
seas  outside  the  territorial  sea  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  American-flag  vessels. 


§  2.10—5  Navigable  waters  of  the  United 

States. 

(a)  As  used  in  the  Federal  Boating  Act 
of  1958  (46  U.S.C.  527a  and  527e),  the 
act  of  April  25,  1940,  as  amended  (46 
U.S.C.  526u) ,  the  act  of  May  10,  1956  (46 
U.S.C.  390b),  and  other  laws,  the  term 
“navigable  waters  of  the  United  States” 
shall  be  construed  to  mean  those  waters 
of  the  United  States,  including  the  ter¬ 
ritorial  seas  adjacent  thereto,  the  general 
character  of  which  is  navigable,  and 
which,  either  by  themselves  or  by  uniting 
with  other  waters,  form  a  continuous 
waterway  on  which  boats  or  vessels  may 
navigate  or  travel  between  two  or  more 
States,  or  to  or  from  foreign  nations. 

A  stream  which  otherwise  conforms  with 
the  above  definition  would  not  change  its 
navigable  character  because  of  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  natural  or  artificial  obstructions 
such  as  falls,  shallows,  rapids,  dams,  or 
bridges. 

(b)  The  Federal  Government  has  the 
power  to  improve  the  navigable  capacity 
of  streams  and  declare  such  waters  to  be 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States  in 
order  to  regulate  the  use  thereof  and 
navigation  thereon.  The  erection  of 
dams  or  other  structures  on  navigable 
waters  would  not  change  their  navigable 
character  unless  a  clear  intent  to  do  so 
was  manifested  by  the  Congress  under 
its  authority  to  regulate  commerce 
among  the  several  States  and  with  for¬ 
eign  nations.  Statutory  declarations  by 
Congress  and  decisions  pronounced  by 
the  Federal  courts  as  to  the  navigability 
of  specific  waters  are  binding  upon  the 
Coast  Guard. 

§  2.10—10  Waters  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States. 

(a)  As  used  in  section  2  of  Title  14, 
U.S.  Code,  the  term  “waters  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States”, 
for  the  purpose  of  enforcement  of  navi¬ 
gation  and  vessel  inspection  laws  and 
regulations  administered  by  the  Coast 
Guard,  means  the  navigable  waters  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  navigable 
public  waters  of  its  territories  and  pos¬ 
sessions. 

§  2.10—15  Slate  waters. 

(a)  As  contemplated  by  section  13  of 
the  Federal  Boating  Act  of  1958  (46 
U.S.C.  527h),  if  State  waters  are  navi¬ 
gable  waters  of  the  United  States,  the 
laws  administered  or  enforced  by  the 
Coast  Guard  will  also  be  enforced  on 
such  waters. 

Subpart  2. 15 — Availability  of  Deter¬ 
minations 

§  2.15—1  Coast  Guard  determinations. 

(a)  In  the  administration  and  en¬ 
forcement  of  laws  enacted  by  Congress 
the  Coast  Guard  is  frequently  called 
upon  to  make  determinations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  jurisdiction.  It  should  be  under¬ 
stood  that  such  determinations  repre¬ 
sent  the  Coast  Guard’s  views  until  the 
status  of  the  waters  is  determined  con¬ 
clusively  through  judicial  or  legislative 
proceedings. 

(b)  Where  no  federal  judicial  proceed¬ 
ing  or  act  of  Congress  has  declared  spe¬ 
cific  waters  to  be  navigable  waters  of  the 
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United  States  or  non-navigable  waters  of 
the  United  States,  the  Coast  Guard  when 
necessary  will  make  a  determination  to 
ascertain  its  jurisdiction.  When  de¬ 
termining  such  jurisdiction  incident  to 
determining  whether  or  not  a  particular 
body  of  water  is  a  part  of  the  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States,  the  Coast 
Guard  will  apply  the  legal  principles 
usually  followed  by  Federal  Courts,  as 
set  forth  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  such 
cases  as  The  Daniel  Ball  (10  Wall.  55), 

77  U.S.  557,  The  Montello  (20  Wall.  430) , 

87  U.S.  431,  the  Economy  Light  and 
Power  Company  v.  U.S.  (256  U.S.  113) 
and  U.S.  v.  Appalachian  Electric  Power 
Co.  (311  U.S.  377). 

§  2.15—5  Determinations  made  by  other 
Federal  Agencies. 

(a)  Determinations  made  by  other 
Federal  Agencies  for  the  purpose  of  de¬ 
fining  the  extent  of  their  jurisdiction 
over  a  specific  body  of  water  or  a  seg¬ 
ment  thereof  will  be  considered  by  the 
Coast  Guard  and  given  great  weight  in 
determining  whether  or  not  the  Coast 
Guard  has  jurisdiction  over  such  waters. 
Such  determinations  made  by  other  Fed¬ 
eral  Agencies  are  not  considered  as 
binding  on  the  Coast  Guard. 

§  2.15—15  Procedures  for  making  de¬ 
terminations. 

(a)  When  a  question  arises  as  to 
whether  or  not  a  particular  body  of 
water  or  segment  of  a  body  of  water  is 
subject  to  Coast  Guard  jurisdiction  in 
the  administration  and  enforcement  of 
navigation  and  vessel  inspection  laws, 
the  matter  will  be  determined  by  the 
Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard. 

(b)  The  Coast  Guard  District  Com¬ 
mander  in  whose  district  the  body  of 
water  is  located  will  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mandant  (MVI)  information  as  to  the 
physical  characteristics  of  the  waterway 
under  consideration,  the  nature  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  its  use,  and  a  recommendation  as 
to  whether  or  not  it  should  be  considered 
as  coming  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Coast  Guard  in  the  administration  of 
the  navigation  and  vessel  inspection 
laws. 

(c)  After  considering  administrative 
determinations  made  by  other  Federal 
Agencies  with  respect  to  the  body  of 
water  in  question,  and  where  necessary, 
after  consulting  with  such  agencies,  the 
Commandant  will  determine  whether  or 
not  such  waterway  is  subject  to  Coast 
Guard  jurisdiction. 

§  2.15—20  Availability  of  determina¬ 
tions. 

(a)  The  Coast  Guard  records  setting 
forth  determinations  describing  waters 
subject  to  Coast  Guard  jurisdiction  are 
considered  to  be  public  records  and  the 
information  will  be  made  available  upon 
oral  or  written  request.  The  determina¬ 
tions  made  by  the  Commandant  are 
available  at  Coast  Guard  Headquarters, 
and,  for  particular  waters  within  a  spe¬ 
cific  Coast  Guard  district,  will  be  made 
available  at  the  office  of  the  Coast  Guard 
District  Commander.  The  application 
shall  clearly  state  or  describe  the  infor¬ 
mation  desired,  identify  the  applicant. 


set  forth  the  interest  of  the  applicant  in 
the  subject  matter,  the  purpose  for  which 
the  information  is  desired  and  whether 
or  not  the  information  is  intended  for 
use  in  prosecuting  a  claim  against  the 
United  States. 

Subpart  2.20 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — General 

§  2.20—1  Listings. 

(a)  The  listing  of  navigaole  waters  of 
the  United  States  in  this  p  irt  does  not 
purport  to  be  a  complete  listing  of  such 
waters.  There  are  numerous  waterways 
which  historically  have  been  considered 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States 
and  their  listing  in  this  part  would  serve 
no  useful  purpose.  The  waters  listed  are 
internal  waters  of  the  United  States 
which  have  been  the  subject  of  deter¬ 
minations  by  the  Coast  Guard. 

§  2.20—5  Navigable  waterways  generally. 

(a)  The  wTaters  of  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  Oceans  which  comprise  the  ter¬ 
ritorial  waters  of  the  United  States,  the 
Mississippi  River,  the  Potomac  River, 
the  Great  Lakes,  and  many  other  promi¬ 
nent  waterways  are  unquestionably  navi¬ 
gable  in  fact  and  navigable  in  the  con¬ 
stitutional  sense.  Therefore,  such  waters 
are  by  common  knowledge  considered  to 
be  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States. 
All  tidewaters  whether  salt  or  fresh 
wrhich  are  navigable  in  fact  are  as  a 
matter  of  law  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States. 

(b)  Sections  1-12  of  Title  33,  U.S. 
Code,  set  forth  Acts  of  Congress  regard¬ 
ing  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States, 
and  in  the  same  sections  in  the  United 
States  Code  Annotated  are  references  to 
court  decisions  designating  specific  wa¬ 
ters  to  be  navigable  waters.  The  Acts 
of  Congress  and  Federal  Court  decisions 
contained  in  these  references  are  bind¬ 
ing  on  the  Coast  Guard. 

(c)  Navigable  waters  of  the  United 
States  which  have  been  the  object  of 
special  determinations  by  the  Coast 
Guard  are  enumerated  in  Subparts  2.21 
et  seq.  The  non-navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States  which  have  been  the  ob¬ 
ject  of  special  determinations  by  the 
Coast  Guard  are  enumerated  in  Subpart 
2.99.  Lakes  and  reservoirs  which  may 
be  situated  on  those  waters  are  included 
in  the  determinations  but  are  not  nec¬ 
essarily  listed  separately. 

Subpart  2.21 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Alabama 

§  2.21—1  Chattahoochee  River. 

The  Chattahoochee  River  to  West 
Point,  Georgia,  a  distance  of  201.1  miles. 

Subpart  2.23 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Arizona 

§  2.25—1  Colorado  River. 

The  Colorado  River  to  and  including 
Lake  Mead. 

Subpart  2.24 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Arkansas 

§  2.24—1  Current  River. 

The  Current  River  to  Van  Buren,  Mis¬ 
souri. 


§  2.24-5  Norfork  Lake. 

Norfork  Lake. 

§  2.24—10  Ouachita  River. 

The  Ouachita  River  to  Arkadelphia, 
Arkansas,  at  mile  417. 

§  2.24-15  White  River. 

The  White  River  to  Branson,  Missouri, 
at  mile  520. 

Subpart  2.25 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — California 

§  2.25—1  Colorado  River. 

The  Colorado  River  to  and  including 
Lake  Mead. 

§  2.25—5  Lake  Tahoe. 

Lake  Tahoe. 

Subpart  2.30 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Florida 

§  2.30-1  Chattahoochee  River. 

The  Chattahoochee  River  to  West 
Point,  Georgia,  a  distance  of  201.1  miles. 

§  2.30—5  Rainbow  Springs. 

Rainbow  Springs,  also  known  as  Blue 
Springs  Run. 

§  2.30—10  Withlacoocliee  River. 

Withlacoochee  River  to  Dobes  Hole,  a 
distance  of  115  miles. 

Subpart  2.31 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Georgia 

§  2.31—1  Chattahoochee  River. 

The  Chattahoochee  River  to  West 
Point,  Georgia,  a  distance  of  201.1  miles. 

§  2.31—5  Flint  River. 

The  Flint  River  for  a  distance  of  100 
miles,  including  Lake  Blackshear. 

§  2.31—10  Savannah  River. 

The  Savannah  River  to  Augusta, 
Georgia. 

Subpart  2.33 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Hawaii 

§  2.33—1  Huleia  River. 

Huleia  River,  Kauai,  for  a  distance  of 
5  miles. 

§  2.33—5  Wailua  River. 

Wailua  River,  Kauai,  a  distance  of  3 
miles. 

Subpart  2.34 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Idaho 

§  2.34—1  Lake  Coeur  D’Alene. 

Lake  Coeur  D’Alene. 

§  2.34—5  Pend  Oreille  Lake. 

Pend  Oreille  Lake. 

§  2.34—10  Priest  Lake. 

Priest  Lake. 

§  2.34—15  Snake  River. 

The  Snake  River  to  Guffey  Dam  Site 
near  Murphy  and  Melba,  Idaho. 

Subpart  2.36 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Indiana 

§  2.36-1  Maumee  River. 

Maumee  River,  in  its  entirety. 


Wednesday ,  December  20,  1961 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


12163 


Subpart  2.37 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Iowa 

§  2.37-1  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Port  Benton,  Montana. 

Subpart  2.38 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Kansas 

§  2.38—1  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

Subpart  2.39 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Kentucky 

§  2.39—1  Cumberland  River. 

The  Cumberland  River  for  a  distance 
of  517  miles,  to  and  including  Wolf  Creek 
Reservoir. 

Subpart  2.40 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Louisiana 

§  2.40—1  Ouachita  River. 

The  Ouachita  River  to  Arkadelphia, 
Arkansas,  at  mile  417. 

Subpart  2.41 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Maine 

§  2.41—1  Taunton  Bay. 

Taunton  Bay. 

Subpart  2.42 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Maryland 

§  2.42—1  Susquehanna  River. 

The  Susquehanna  River  to  mile  273.5 
above  Athens,  Pennsylvania. 

Subpart  2.44 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Michigan 

§  2.44-1  Clam  Lake. 

Clam  Lake. 

§  2.44—5  Hamlin  Lake. 

Hamlin  Lake. 

§  2.44-10  Kent  Lake. 

Kent  Lake. 

§  2.44—15  Lake  Macatawa. 

Lake  Macatawa. 

§  2.44—20  Tahquamenon  River. 

The  Tahquamenon  River  to  the  lower 
falls. 

§  2.44-25  Torch  Lake. 

Torch  Lake. 

Subpart  2.45 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Minnesota 

§  2.45—1  Lake  Bemidji. 

Lake  Bemidji. 

§  2.45—5  Big  Stone  Lake. 

Big  Stone  Lake. 

§  2.45—10  Minnesota  River. 

The  Minnesota  River  in  its  entirety. 

§  2.45—15  Rainy  Lake. 

Rainy  Lake. 

§  2.45—20  Lake  Traverse. 

Lake  Traverse. 


§  2.45—25  Vermilion  Lake. 

Vermilion  Lake. 

§  2.45—30  Lake  of  the  Woods. 

Lake  of  the  Woods. 

Subpart  2.46—  Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Mississippi 

§  2.46—1  Little  Tallahatchie  River. 

The  Tallahatchie  River,  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  Sardis  Reservoir. 

Subpart  2.47 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Missouri 

§  2.47—1  Current  River. 

The  Current  River  to  Van  Buren, 
Missouri. 

§  2.47—5  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

§  2.47-10  Norfork  Lake. 

Norfork  Lake. 

§  2.47—15  Osage  River. 

The  Osage  River  to  and  including  Lake 
of  the  Ozarks. 

§  2.47—20  White  River. 

The  White  River  to  Branson,  Missouri, 
at  mile  520. 

Subpart  2.48 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Montana 

§  2.48—1  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

Subpart  2.49 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Nebraska 

§  2.49—1  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

Subpart  2.50 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Nevada 

§  2.50—1  Colorado  River. 

The  Colorado  River  to  and  including 
Lake  Mead. 

§  2.50—5  Lake  Tahoe. 

Lake  Tahoe. 

Subpart  2.52 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — New  Jersey 

§  2.52—1  Greenwood  Lake. 

Greenwood  Lake. 

Subpart  2.54 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — New  York 

§  2.54—1  Greenwood  Lake. 

Greenwood  Lake. 

§  2.54—5  Keuka  Lake. 

Keuka  Lake. 

§  2.54—10  New  York  Stale  Barge  Canal 
System. 

The  New  York  State  Barge  Canal 
System. 

§  2.54—15  Onondaga  Lake. 

Onondaga  Lake. 


§  2.54—20  Seneca  Lake. 

Seneca  Lake. 

Subpart  2.55 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — North  Carolina 

§  2.55—1  Dan  River. 

The  Dan  River  to  Madison,  North 
Carolina. 

§  2.55-5  Great  Pee  Dee  River. 

The  Great  Pee  Dee  River  for  a  distance 
of  167  miles. 

§  2.55—10  Little  Pee  Dee  River. 

The  Little  Pee  Dee  River  for  a  distance 
of  104  miles. 

§  2.55—15  Little  Tennessee  River. 

The  Little  Tennessee  River  to  a  point 
above  Bushnell,  North  Carolina,  includ¬ 
ing  Lake  Fontana. 

§  2.55—20  Roanoke  River. 

The  Roanoke  River  to  the  mouth  of 
Pigg  River,  Virginia,  a  distance  of  308.5 
miles. 

§  2.55-25  Yadkin  River. 

The  Yadkin  River  to  and  including 
High  Rock  Reservoir. 

§  2.55—30  Waccamaw  River. 

The  Waccamaw  River  for  a  distance  of 
92  miles. 

§  2.55—35  Wateree-Catawba  River. 

Wateree-Catawba  River  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  Lake  Wylie  (formerly  known  as  Lake 
Catawba) . 

Subpart  2.56— Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — North  Dakota 

§  2.56—1  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

Subpart  2.57 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Ohio 

§  2.57  Maumee  River. 

The  Maumee  River  in  its  entirety. 

Subpart  2.58 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Oklahoma 

§  2.58—1  Lake  Texoma. 

Lake  Texoma. 

Subpart  2.59 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Oregon 

§  2.59—1  Columbia  River. 

The  Columbia  River  in  its  entirety  in 
the  United  States. 

§  2.59—5  Snake  River. 

The  Snake  River  to  Guffey  Dam  Site 
near  Murphy  and  Melba,  Idaho. 

Subpart  2.60 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Pennsylvania 

§  2.60—1  Allegheny  River. 

The  Allegheny  River  as  far  up  as  the 
point  where  the  river  first  crosses  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line. 

§  2.60—5  Susquehanna  River. 

The  Susquehanna  River  to  mile  273.5 
above  Athens,  Pennsylvania. 
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§  2.60-10  West  Branch,  Susquehanna 
River. 

The  West  Branch  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  to  Lock  Haven,  Pennsylvania. 

Subpart  2.63 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — South  Carolina 

§  2.63—1  Congaree  River. 

The  Congaree  River  to  Columbia, 
South  Carolina. 

§  2.63—5  Cooper  River. 

The  Cooper  River  to  its  division  into 
East  and  West  Branches,  a  distance  of 
10  miles. 

§  2.63—10  Great  Pee  Dee  River. 

The  Great  Pee  Dee  River  for  a  distance 
of  167  miles. 

§  2.63—15  Little  Pee  Dee  River. 

The  Little  Pee  Dee  River  for  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  104  miles. 

§  2.63—20  Santee  River. 

The  Santee  River  in  its  entirety. 

§  2.63—25  Savannah  River. 

The  Savannah  River  to  Augusta, 
Georgia. 

§  2.63—30  Waccamaw  River. 

The  Waccamaw  River  for  a  distance 
of  92  miles. 

§  2.63—35  Wateree-Catawba  River. 

The  Wateree-Catawba  River  to  and 
including  Lake  Wylie  (formerly  known 
as  Lake  Catawba). 

§  2.63—40  Lumber  River. 

The  Lumber  River  for  a  distance  of  12 
miles. . 

Subpart  2.64 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — South  Dakota 

§  2.64—1  Big  Stone  Lake. 

Big  Stone  Lake. 

§  2.64—5  Minnesota  River. 

The  Minnesota  River  in  its  entirety. 

§  2.64—10  Missouri  River. 

The  Missouri  River  to  a  point  263  miles 
upriver  from  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

§  2.64—15  Lake  Traverse. 

Lake  Traverse. 

Subpart  2.65 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Tennessee 

§  2.65—1  Clinch  River. 

The  Clinch  River  for  a  distance  of  202 
miles,  to  a  point  one  mile  north  of  the 
Tennessee-Virginia  state  line. 

§  2.65—5  Cumberland  River. 

The  Cumberland  River  for  a  distance 
of  517  miles,  to  and  including  Wolf  Creek 
Reservoir. 

§  2.65—10  French  Broad  River. 

The  French  Broad  River  for  a  distance 
of  75  miles,  to  the  upper  limits  of  Douglas 
Lake. 

§  2.65—15  Holston  River. 

The  Holston  River  for  a  distance  of 
142.2  miles. 


§  2.65—20  Little  Tennessee  River. 

The  Little  Tennessee  River  to  a  point 
above  Bushnell,  North  Carolina,  includ¬ 
ing  Lake  Fontana. 

§  2.65—25  South  Holston  Lake. 

South  Holston  Lake. 

Subpart  2.66*— Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Texas 

§  2.66—1  Colorado  River. 

The  Colorado  River  for  a  distance  of 
21  miles,  to  a  point  near  Buckeye,  Texas. 

§  2.66—5  Rio  Grande  River. 

The  Rio  Grande  River  for  the  entire 
distance  where  it  forms  the  international 
boundary,  to  a  point  near  El  Paso,  Texas. 

§  2.66—10  San  Jacinto  River. 

The  San  Jacinto  River  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  Lake  Houston. 

§  2.66—15  Lake  Texoma. 

Lake  Texoma. 

Subpart  2.69 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Virginia 

§  2.69—1  Clinch  River. 

The  Clinch  River  for  a  distance  of  202 
miles,  to  a  point  one  mile  north  of  the 
Tennessee-Virginia  state  line. 

§  2.69—5  Dan  River. 

The  Dan  River  to  Madison,  North 
Carolina. 

§  2.69—10  New  River. 

The  New  River  to  the  vicinity  of  Rad¬ 
ford,  Virginia. 

§  2.69—15  Occoquan  Creek. 

The  Occoquan  Creek  to  Occoquan,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  a  distance  of  approximately  5*/2 
miles. 

§  2.69—20  Roanoke  River. 

The  Roanoke  River  to  the  mouth  of 
Pigg  River,  Virginia,  a  distance  of  308.5 
miles. 

§  2.69—25  Smith  River. 

The  Smith  River  to  and  including 
Philpott  Reservoir. 

§  2.69—30  South  Holston  Lake. 

South  Holston  Lake. 

Subpart  2.71 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Washington 

§  2.71—1  Columbia  River. 

The  Columbia  River  in  its  entirety  in 
the  United  States. 

§  2.71—5  Ross  Lake. 

Ross  Lake. 

§  2.71—10  Sammamish  River. 

The  Sammamish  River  in  its  entirety, 
including  Sammamish  Lake. 

§  2.71—15  Snake  River. 

The  Snake  River  to  Guffey  Dam  Site 
near  Murphy  and  Melba,  Idaho. 

Subpart  2.72 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — West  Virginia 

§  2.72—1  New  River. 

The  New  River  to  the  vicinity  of  Rad¬ 
ford,  Virginia. 


§  2.72—5  Tygart  River. 

The  Tygart  River  to  the  slack  water 
dam  at  mile  7. 

Subpart  2.73 — Navigable  Waters  of 
the  United  States — Wisconsin 

§  2.73—1  Wisconsin  River. 

The  Wisconsin  River  in  its  entirety. 

Subpart  2.99 — Non-Navigable 
Waters  of  the  United  States 

§  2.99—1  General. 

(a)  The  listing  of  non-navigable  wa¬ 
ters  of  the  United  States  in  this  part 
does  not  purport  to  be  a  complete  listing 
of  those  waters.  The  waters  have  been 
so  declared  in  connection  with  the  Coast 
Guard’s  determinations  of  its  operational 
responsibilities. 

(b)  Sections  21-59b  of  Title  33,  U.S. 
Code,  and  the  notes  preceding  section  1 
of  that  Title  in  the  United  States  Code 
Annotated  set  forth  Acts  of  Congress  and 
court  decisions,  respectively,  designating 
specific  waters  to  be  non-navigable  wa¬ 
ters.  The  Acts  of  Congress  and  Federal 
Court  decisions  contained  in  these  refer¬ 
ences  are  binding  upon  the  Coast  Guard. 

§  2.99—20  Arkansas. 

(a)  Nimrod  Lake. 

§  2.99—25  California. 

(a)  Fallen  Leaf  Lake. 

(b)  Salton  Sea. 

§  2.99—35  Connecticut. 

(a)  Bantam  Lake. 

§  2.99—45  District  of  Columbia. 

(a)  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal. 

§  2.99—55  Georgia. 

(a)  Allatoona  Reservoir. 

§  2.99—80  Indiana. 

(a)  White  River,  West  Branch,  in 
Marion  County. 

§  2.99—90  Kansas. 

(a)  Neosha  River  (also  known  as 
Grand  River) . 

§  2.99—100  Louisiana. 

(a)  False  River  (also  known  as  Fausse 
River) . 

§2.99-110  Maryland. 

(a)  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal . 

§  2.99—120  Michigan. 

(a)  Leelanau  Lake. 

§  2.99—130  Mississippi. 

(a)  Arkabutla  Lake. 

§  2.99—140  Montana. 

(a)  Flathead  Lake. 

§  2.99—145  Nebraska. 

(a)  North  Platte  River. 

§  2.99-190  Oklahoma. 

(a)  Neosha  River  (also  known  as 
Grand  River) . 

§  2.99—215  South  Carolina. 

(a)  Lake  Moultrie. 

(b)  Saluda  River. 
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§  2.99—225  Tennessee. 

(a)  South  Fork,  Holston  River. 

(b)  Wautauga  Lake. 

§  2.99—255  Washington. 

(a)  Chelan  River. 

(b)  Diablo  Lake. 

§  2.99—265  Wisconsin. 

(a)  Lake  Geneva. 

§  2.99—270  Wyoming. 

(a)  North  Platte  River. 

Dated:  December  12,  1961. 

[seal]  A.  C.  Richmond, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12028;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.J 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
SUBCHAPTER  H — GRAZING 

[Circular  2071] 

PART  161— THE  FEDERAL  RANGE 
CODE  FOR  GRAZING  DISTRICTS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  61-11810,  appearing  at 
page  11975  of  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
December  14,  1961,  correction  is  made  to 
delete  the  two  paragraphs  immediately 
following  the  signature  and  date. 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  14271  (RM-272);  FCC  61-1481] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Television  Assignments;  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Stations,  Brainerd- 
Walker,  Minnesota 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  released  September  15,  1961, 
proposing  to  delete  television  Channel  12 
from  Brainerd,  Minnesota,  and  to  assign 
it  to  Walker,  Minnesota. 

2.  Petitioner,  Central  Minnesota  Tele¬ 
vision  Company,  is  the  licensee  of  tele¬ 
vision  Station  KCMT,  Channel  7,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Minnesota.  It  sought  the  same 
change  in  a  petition  filed  January  17, 
1958.  Rule  making  was  initiated  pursu¬ 
ant  to  that  request,  and  on  July  23,  1958, 
the  Commission  adopted  a  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  12336  denying  the 
requested  change.  Petitioner  now  as¬ 
serts  that  such  rejection  of  the  proposal 
was  due  largely  to  representations  that 
an  application  was  soon  to  be  filed  for 
Channel  12  at  Brainerd.  It  contends 


that,  since  no  such  application  has  been 
filed  after  a  lapse  of  three  years,  the 
channel  should  be  assigned  to  Walker. 

3.  A  station  on  Channel  12  at  Brainerd 
would  need  to  be  located  at  least  24  miles 
north  of  Brainerd  in  order  to  meet  the 
required  190-mile  spacing  from  the  co¬ 
channel  station  (KEYC-TV)  operating 
at  Mankato.  Petitioner’s  proposed  site 
is  located  approximately  10  miles  south- 
southeast  of  Walker.  Thus  a  station  as¬ 
signed  either  to  Walker  or  Brainerd  and 
meeting  mileage  separation  requirements 
of  the  Rules  could  provide  service  to  the 
same  general  area.  As  a  Brainerd  sta¬ 
tion  petitioner  would  be  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  principal  city  signal  to  that  city. 
Operating  as  a  Walker  station,  petitioner 
states  that  while  Brainerd  would  not  be 
provided  with  a  principal  city  signal  it 
would  still  receive  excellent  television 
service. 

4.  One  of  the  reasons  Channel  12  was 
assigned  to  Brainerd  by  the  Sixth  Re¬ 
port  and  Order  in  1952,  was  the  expecta¬ 
tion  that  such  community  would  support 
a  television  station  and  provide  service 
to  the  North  Central  Minnesota  area. 
No  application  has  yet  been  filed  for  the 
use  of  this  assignment,  despite  the  rep¬ 
resentations  in  Docket  No.  12336  that  the 
filing  of  an  application  therefor  would  be 
forthcoming.  Petitioner  states  that  if 
the  requested  channel  change  is  made  it 
will  file  an  application  for  the  channel 
and  that  a  Walker  station  operating  as 
proposed  would  provide  over  100,000  per¬ 
sons  with  a  first  Grade  B  or  better 
service. 

5.  The  only  comments  filed  were  those 
of  petitioner  who  points  out  that  es¬ 
sentially  all  of  the  area  which  would  be 
served  by  the  proposed  station  at  Walker 
is  a  “white  area”  being  unserved  by  any 
existing  television  station,  and  that  the 
adoption  of  its  proposal  would  bring  a 
first  service  to  cities  such  as  Brainerd, 
Walker,  Bemidji,  Cass  Lake,  Park 
Rapids,  Crosby,  Aitkin,  Deep  River,  and 
Grand  Rapids,  all  of  which  would  receive 
a  Grade  B  or  better  signal.  With  its 
comments  petitioner  attached  copies  of 
letters  from  Crow  Wing  Co-Operative 
Power  and  Light  Company,  Brainerd, 
Minnesota,  Walker  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Park  Rapids  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce,  and  Village  of  Park  Rapids,  all 
supporting  the  proposal.  No  other  inter¬ 
est  has  been  expressed  in  the  channel  and 
no  party  opposed  the  proposal.  The  pro¬ 
posed  channel  change  was  subject  to  ob¬ 
jection  by  the  Canadian  Government 
under  the  Canada-USA  television  agree¬ 
ment.  On  October  5,  1961,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transport  of  Canada  advised  it 
has  no  objection  to  the  proposed  assign¬ 
ment.  For  the  reasons  recited  in  support 
of  the  proposal,  the  Commission  finds 
that  adoption  is  in  the  public  interest. 

6.  Authority  for  the  amendment 
adopted  herein  is  contained  in  sections 
4  (i)  and  (j),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  effective  January  22,  1962, 
the  table  of  assignments  contained  in 
§  3.606  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  is  amended,  with  respect  to 


the  community  named,  to  read  as 
follows: 

City:  Channel  No. 

Walker,  Minn _  12— 

and  by  deleting  the  entry  for  Brainerd, 
Minnesota. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  303,  307,  48 
Stat.  1082,  1083;  47  U.S.C.  303,  307) 

Adopted:  December  13, 1961. 

Released:  December  15, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12044;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Carolina  Sandhills  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  South  Carolina 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fishing; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

South  Carolina 

CAROLINA  SANDHILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Carolina  Sand¬ 
hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  South 
Carolina,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing. 
This  open  area,  comprising  64  acres  or 
0.0014  percent  of  the  total  area  of  the 
refuge,  is  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Peachtree- 
Seventh  Building,  Atlanta  23,  Georgia. 
Sport  fishing  is  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Bluegill,  bream,  black'  bass,  jackfish 
(Eastern  pickerel),  catfish  and  other 
minor  species  permitted  by  State 
regulations. 

(b)  Open  season:  Martins  Pond, 
March  15  through  October  15;.  Twin 
Lakes,  Triple  Lakes,  Lakes  12,  16,  and 
17,  February  15  through  November  30. 
Daylight  hours  only.  Fishing  on  Sun¬ 
day  prohibited. 

(c)  Daily  creel  limits: 

Black  bass — 8. 

Game  fish  other  than  bass — 20. 

No  creel  limit  on  catfish. 

Other  minor  species  as  prescribed  by  State 
regulations. 

(d)  Methods  of  fishing: 

1.  Pole  and  line,  rod  and  reel,  artificial 
and  live  baits  permitted. 
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2.  Row  boats  and  canoes  permitted. 
Gasoline  powered  motors  prohibited ; 
electric  motors  permitted. 

(e)  Other  provisions: 

1.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33. 

2.  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required  to 
enter  the  public  fishing  area. 

3.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  are  effective  to  December  1,  1962. 

Walter  A.  Gresh, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

December  13,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12011;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.[ 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

[S.O.  934,  Arndt.  3] 

PART  95— CAR  SERVICE 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Railway 

Co.  Authorized  To  Operate  Over 

Certain  Trackage  of  Chicago,  Bur¬ 
lington  and  Quincy  Railroad  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  December  A.D.  1961. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  934  (25  F.R.  6760;  25  F.R. 
13633;  26  F.R.  5761),  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor:  It  is  ordered.  That: 

Section  95.934  (a)  The  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Railway  Company  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  over  certain  trackage 
of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  and  Quincy 
Railroad  Company,  of  Service  Order  No. 
934,  be  and  it  is  hereby  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (f) 
for  paragraph  (f)  thereof. 

(f)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  June  30,  1962, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1961. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended:  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15.  Interprets  or 
applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon 


the  Nebraska  State  Railway  Commission, 
and  upon  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent 
of  the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car 
service  and  per  diem  agreement  under 
the  terms  of  that  agreement;  and  that 
notice  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to 
the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12024;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.) 


[S.O.  935,  Arndt.  1J 

PART  95— CAR  SERVICE 

Appointment  of  Embargo  Agent 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  December  A.D.  1961. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  935  (25  F.R.  6760),  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor:  It  is  ordered. 
That: 

Section  95.935  Appointment  of  em¬ 
bargo  agent.  Service  Order  No.  935,  be 
and  it  is  hereby  amended  by  substituting 
the  following  paragraph  (f)  for  para¬ 
graph  (f)  thereof. 

(f)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  December  31, 
1962,  unless  otherwise  modified,  changed, 
suspended  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1961. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15.  Interprets  or 
applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  each  State  railroad  regulatory 
body,  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement;  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Short  Line  Railroad  Association; 
and  that  notice  of  this  order  be  given  to 
the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 


By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12025;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[S.O.  937,  Arndt.  1[ 

PART  95— CAR  SERVICE 

Missouri-lllinois  Railroad  Co.  Au¬ 
thorized  To  Operate  Over  Certain 

Trackage  of  St.  Louis-San  Francisco 

Railway  Co.  et  al. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  December  A.D.  1961. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  937  (26  F.R.  6433),  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor:  It  is  ordered, 
That: 

Section  95.937(a)  The  Missouri-Illinois 
Railroad  Company  authorized  to  operate 
over  certain  trackage  of  the  St.  Louis- 
San  Francisco  Railway  Company,  the  St. 
Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company, 
the  Southern  Illinois  and  Missouri 
Bridge  Company  and  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  of  Service  Order  No. 
937,  be  and  it  is  hereby  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph 
(d)  for  paragraph  (d)  thereof. 

(d)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  March  31, 
1962,  unless  otherwise  modified,  changed, 
suspended,  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1961. 

(Secs.  1,  12.  15,  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15.  Interprets  or 
applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Missouri  Public  Service  Commission,  Illi¬ 
nois  Commerce  Commission  and  upon 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  subscribing  to  the  car  service  and 
per  diem  agreement  under  the  terms  of 
that  agreement;  and  that  notice  of  this 
order  shall  be  given  to  the  general  public 
by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  it  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12026;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  362  1 

FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE,  FUNGICIDE, 
AND  RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Notice  of  Proposal  to  Declare  Certain 
Forms  of  Plant  and  Animal  Life  and 
Viruses  To  Be  Pests 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
sections  2  and  6.a.  of  the  Federal  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act, 
as  amended  <7  U.S.C.  135,  135d.a)  and^ 
section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  proposes  to  de¬ 
clare  each  of  the  following  forms  of 
plant  and  animal  life  and  viruses  to  be 
a  pest  under  the  Act  when  it  exists  under 
circumstances  that  make  it  injurious  to 
plants,  man,  domestic  animals,  articles, 
or  substances,  for  the  purpose  of  classi¬ 
fying  as  “economic  poisons’’  or  "devices” 
subject  to  regulation  under  the  Act,  sub¬ 
stances  and  mixtures  of  substances 
which  are  not  now  regulated  under  the 
Act  and  are  intended  for  preventing, 
destroying,  repelling,  or  mitigating  such 
forms  of  life  and  viruses,  and  certain 
instruments  and  contrivances  which  are 
not  now  regulated  under  the  Act  and 
are  intended  for  trapping,  destroying, 
repelling,  or  mitigating  such  forms  of 
life  and  viruses,  as  provided  in  the  Act: 

Mammals,  Including  but  not  limited  to 
dogs,  cats,  moles,  bats,  wild  carnivores, 
armadillos,  and  deer; 

Birds,  including  but  not  limited  to  starlings, 
English  sparrows,  crows,  and  blackbirds; 
Pishes,  including  but  not  limited  to  the 
Jawless  fishes  such  as  the  sea  lamprey, 
the  cartilaginous  fishes  such  as  the  sharks, 
and  the  bony  fishes  such  as  the  carp; 
Amphibians  and  reptiles,  including  but  not 
limited  to  poisonous  snakes; 

Aquatic  and  terrestrial  invertebrates,  In¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  slugs,  snails, 
and  crayfish; 

Roots  or  other  plant  parts  growing  where  not 
wanted; 

Viruses,  other  than  those  on  or  in  living 
man  or  other  animals. 

This  declaration  is  not  intended  to  af¬ 
fect  formulations  and  articles  for  the 
control  of  insects,  rodents,  nematodes, 
fungi  or  weeds,  which  are  already  regu¬ 
lated  under  the  Act.  Further,  this  dec¬ 
laration  is  not  intended  to  imply  that  the 
forms  of  life  and  viruses  listed  are  pests 
under  all  conditions.  However,  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  De¬ 
partment  officials  have  received  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  formulations  or 
articles  intended  for  preventing,  de¬ 
stroying,  repelling  or  mitigating  these 
forms  of  life  or  viruses,  or  have  been 
informed  of  research  to  develop  such 
formulations  or  articles,  and  are  cur¬ 
rently  unable  to  provide  any  public  pro¬ 
tection  through  regulation  to  assure 


safety,  effectiveness,  and  proper  label¬ 
ing,  because  the  formulations  and  arti¬ 
cles  are  not  now  subject  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  Since  such 
formulations  and  articles  are  usually 
merchandised  in  the  same  channels  of 
trade  as  economic  poisons  and  devices 
now  under  the  law,  and  since  their  modes 
of  action  are  similar  to  those  of  eco¬ 
nomic  poisons  and  devices,  it  seems  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  for  these 
products  to  be  subjected  to  the  same 
regulatory  controls. 

Any  interested  person  who  wishes  to 
submit  data,  views  or  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposal  set  forth  above  may 
do  so  by  filing  them  with  the  Director 
of  the  Pesticides  Regulation  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  within  30  days 
after  the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  December  1961. 

B.  T.  Shaw, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12048;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  903  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-10-A26] 

MILK  IN  ST.  LOUIS,  MISSOURI, 

MARKETING  AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments 

to  Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 

and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  on 
November  28,  1961,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  November  14,  1961  (26 
F.R.  10810) . 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Reducing  the  amount  of  milk  which 
a  country  plant  must  ship  to  a  city 
plant (s)  to  retain  its  pool  status;  and 

2.  The  existence  of  an  emergency  sit¬ 
uation  and  the  need  for  making  an 
amendment  effective  at  the  earliest  pos¬ 
sible  date. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  issues  are  based  on  evidence 


presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof : 

1.  The  percentage  of  its  receipts  which 
a  country  plant  must  ship  to  a  city 
plant(s)  to  retain  its  pool  status  should 
be  reduced  from  50  percent  to  20  percent. 

The  order  now  provides  that  a  country 
plant,  to  maintain  pool  status,  must  ship 
an  amount  of  milk  equal  to  at  least  50 
percent  of  its  receipts  of  approved  milk 
from  dairy  farmers  and  cooperative  as¬ 
sociations.  If  the  city  plant  receives 
approved  other  source  milk,  the  shipping 
requirement  of  the  country  plant  is  in¬ 
creased  accordingly  but  it  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  75  percent  of  the  receipts  of  ap¬ 
proved  milk  at  the  country  plant.  A 
plant  which  qualifies  as  a  pool  plant  in 
each  of  the  months  of  September  through 
February,  retains  pool  status  during  the 
following  months  of  March  through  Au¬ 
gust  regardless  of  the  amount  of  the 
shipments. 

In  September  and  October  of  this  year 
most  of  the  country  plants  (some  of 
which  have  been  pool  plants  for  many 
years)  were  unable  to  meet  the  above 
requirements  and  it  became  necessary 
for  the  Secretary  to  suspend  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  in  these  months  to 
permit  these  plants  to  retain  pool  status. 
While  all  country  plants  apparently  were 
able  to  meet  the  present  requirements  in 
November,  the  month  of  shortest  pro¬ 
duction,  it  seems  unlikely  that  they  will 
all  be  able  to  make  the  necessary  ship¬ 
ments  in  December.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  none  will  be  able  to  meet  the  pres¬ 
ent  standards  in  January  or  February. 

Several  factors  have  contributed  to  the 
present  situation.  Most  important  is  a 
substantial  increase  in  production  with¬ 
out  a  corresponding  increase  in  Class  I 
sales.  Next  most  important  is  the  rapid 
shift  from  can  to  bulk  tank  handling  on 
the  farms. 

Production  per  farm  is  running  far 
ahead  of  a  year  ago  while  the  number 
of  producers  remains  fairly  constant.  In 
both  September  and  October  total  re¬ 
ceipts  from  producers  were  approxi¬ 
mately  4  V2  million  pounds  greater  than 
the  corresponding  month  a  year  ago.  In 
each  month  Class  I  sales  were  slightly 
less  than  a  year  ago.  Virtually  all  of  the 
increase  in  production  has  been  received 
at  city  plants. 

This  has  occurred  not  because  nearby 
producers  have  increased  production  re¬ 
lative  to  more  distant  producers,  but  be¬ 
cause  of  the  increased  mobility  of  the 
country  supply  which  moves  to  market 
in  bulk  tanks.  When  milk  left  the  farm 
in  cans  it  had  to  pass  through  a  country 
plant  for  assembling  and  cooling.  Now 
when  it  leaves  the  farm  in  a  bulk  tank 
much  of  it  is  in  a  position  to  be  moved 
to  a  city  plant  as  readily  as  to  a  country 
plant.  In  some  cases  where  back  hauls 
may  be  involved  in  getting  to  a  country 
plant,  direct  movement  to  a  city  plant 
may  result  in  a  substantial  saving  to  the 
producer. 


12167 


12168 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


A  further  indication  of  the  shift  of 
milk  from  country  plants  to  direct  city 
delivery  is  found  in  the  market  statis¬ 
tics  which  show  that  in  no  month  in 
1959  were  direct  receipts  at  city  plants 
equal  to  Class  I  sales.  In  1960  in  only 
two  months  were  Class  I  sales  less  than 
direct  receipts  in  the  city  but  in  six  of 
the  first  ten  months  in  1961  receipts  at 
city  plants  exceeded  Class  I  sales  on  the 
market. 

Since  the  market  must  still  rely  on 
country  plants  to  furnish  a  substantial 
volume  of  milk  to  meet  its  requirements 
in  the  fall  months,  it  is  not  feasible  to 
continue  in  the  order  performance 
standards  which  such  plants  are  unable 
to  meet  and  which  result  in  their  being 
unable  to  participate  in  the  marketwide 
pool  under  the  order. 

It  is  necessary,  therefore,  that  new 
standards  be  adopted  for  determining  a 
country  plant’s  association  with  the  mar¬ 
ket.  As  noted  above,  experience  in  re¬ 
cent  months  clearly  points  up  the  need 
for  a  sharp  reduction  in  the  standards. 
The  reserve  supply  of  the  market  in  farm 
bulk  tanks,  during  the  period  of  short 
production,  in  large  measure  bypasses 
the  country  plants  and  moves  directly 
to  the  city  plants.  Under  these  changed 
conditions  some  country  plants  clearly 
associated  with  the  market  and  which, 
in  the  flush  months,  handle  a  substan¬ 
tial  proportion  of  the  market’s  reserve 
supply  are  able  to  move  no  more  than  20 
percent  of  their  receipts  to  city  plants 
even  during  months  of  short  production. 
Accordingly  it  is  concluded  that  a  coun¬ 
try  plant  which  ships  20  percent  of  its 
receipts  of  approved  milk  to  city  plants 
should  be  considered  to  have  sufficient 
association  with  the  market  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  pool  plant  and  share  in  the 
marketwide  pool  under  the  order. 

2.  To  avoid  the  issuance  of  further 
suspension  orders  and  to  afford  country 
plants  immediate  knowledge  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  they  must  meet  it  is  impera¬ 
tive  that  the  amendment  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  found  upon  the 
basis  of  the  hearing  record  that  the  due 
and  timely  execution  of  the  Secretary’s 
function  imperatively  and  unavoidably 
requires  the  omission  of  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  and  the  opportunity  for 
the  filing  of  exceptions  thereto. 

All  parties  of  record  supported  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  recommended  amendment 
at  the  earliest  possible  date.  No  oppo¬ 
sition  was  offered  to  it. 

No  briefs  or  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  were  filed  in  this  proceeding. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  and  all 
of  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  Act; 

(b).  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
prices  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  in  the  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  the  or¬ 
der,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended, 
are  such  prices  as  will  reflect  the  afore¬ 


said  factors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  pure  and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof  are 
two  documents  entitled,  respectively, 
“Marketing  Agreement  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mis¬ 
souri  Marketing  Area”,  and  “Order 
Amending  the  Order  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Marketing  Area”,  which  have  been 
decided  upon  as  the  detailed  and  appro¬ 
priate  means  of  effectuating  the  fore¬ 
going  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order,  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision. 

Determination  of  representative  period. 
The  month  of  October  1961  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  to  be  the  representative  period 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  issuance  of  the  attached  order 
amending  the  order  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  St.  Louis,  Missouri, 
marketing  area,  is  approved  or  favored 
by  producers,  as  defined  under  the  terms 
of  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  and  who,  during  such  repre¬ 
sentative  period,  were  engaged  in  the 
production  of  milk  for  sale  within  the 
aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  15, 1961. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

Order 1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 

the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  St.  Louis, 

Missouri,  Marketing  Area 

§  903.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  market¬ 
ing  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
effect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  order 
as  hereby  amended  are  such  prices  as 
will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure 
a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is 
therefore  ordered,  That  on  and  after 
the  effective  date  hereof  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  further  amended,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Amend  §  903.10(b)  by  deleting  “50 
percent”  wherever  it  appears  therein  and 
substituting  “20  percent”  in  lieu  thereof. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12050;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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MILK  IN  CONNECTICUT  MARKETING 
AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments 
to  Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 
and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Hartford,  Connecticut  on 
April  26-28,  1961  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  April  4,  1961  (26  F.R. 
2988). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Assistant  Secretary  on  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1961  (26  F.R.  9591;  F.R.  Doc. 
61-9736)  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  his  recommended  decision  contain¬ 
ing  notice  of  the  opportunity  to  file 
written  exceptions  thereto. 
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The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Modification  of  the  diversion 
provisions. 

2.  Revision  of  the  producer-handler 
definition. 

3.  Revision  of  the  producer-milk 
definition. 

4.  Revised  application  of  the  alloca¬ 
tion  and  zone  price  differentials  sections 
of  the  order. 

5.  Revising  the  classification  of,  and 
the  basis  of  accounting  for,  dietary  and 
fortifier  milk  products. 

6.  Modification  of  the  seasonal  ad¬ 
justment  in  the  Class  n  milk  price 
differentials. 

7.  Revision  of  the  pool  plant, 
definition. 

8.  Elimination  of  the  dumped  milk 
report. 

9.  Extension  of  the  territory  within 
which  the  nearby  farm  location  differ¬ 
ential  applies. 

10.  Changes  in  order  language  for 
clarification  and  administrative  pur¬ 
poses. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  issues  are  based  on  evidence 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof : 

.  1.  The  producer  definition  should  not 
be  amended  to  allow  milk  to  be  diverted 
between  pool  plants.  It  should  be 
amended  to  increase  the  number  of 
days  on  which  milk  may  be  diverted  to 
a  nonpool  plant  during  the  months  of 
July  through  September. 

Distributing  plant  operators  normally 
receive  milk  from  the  same  producers 
from  day  to  day.  Occasionally,  some  of 
such  milk  is  not  needed  for  fluid  pur¬ 
poses.  At  such  times  it  is  convenient  to 
move,  temporarily,  such  milk  directly 
from  farms  to  other  pool  plants  or  to 
nonpool  plants  where  it  can  be  utilized 
effectively. 

Such  movements  of  milk  may  occur 
readily  under  the  present  provisions  of 
the  order.  The  order  provides,  however, 
that  any  milk  so  moved  is  producer  milk 
at  the  plafit  where  physically  received, 
or  from  which  diverted.  This  necessi¬ 
tates  keeping  separate  producer  payrolls 
at  each  plant  where  milk  is  received 
from  producers.  Except  for  milk  caused 
to  be  delivered  to  the  handler  by  a  co¬ 
operative  association,  it  requires  prompt 
notification  to  the  market  administrator 
by  handlers  when  producers  stop  de¬ 
livery  to  one  pool  plant,  and  start  de¬ 
livery  to  another  pool  plant. 

A  proposal  was  made  to  allow  milk  to 
be  temporarily  diverted  between  pool 
plants.  At  the  same  time,  the  proposal 
would  eliminate,  or  in  the  alternative 
continue,  the  present  limitations  on  milk 
diverted  from  pool  plants  to  nonpool 
plants. 

Proponent  testified  that  temporary  di¬ 
versions  (referred  to  at  the  hearing  as 
“transfers”)  between  pool  plants  should 
be  allowed  without  the  detailed  record 
keeping,  including  the'  “stop  and  start” 
notices,  now  required  by  the  order.  The 
proposal  would  place  the  responsibility 
for  maintaining  all  producer  payrolls  on 
the  handler  who  normally  receives  the 
milk  from  the  producers  whose  milk 
would  be  involved  in  such  transfers. 


rd  of  There  was  no  testimony  from  proprie¬ 
tary  handlers  that  this  administrative 
rsion  feature  of  the  order  is  causing  them 
hardship.  Also,  the  order  specifically  ex- 
ndler  empts  the  handler  from  filing  individual 
stop  and  start  notices  when  the  milk  is 
-milk  moved  between  plants  by  a  cooperative 
association.  A  handler  is  required  only 
loca-  to  make  a  monthly  report  of  such  trans¬ 
itions  actions.  There  was  no  showing  that  the 
proposed  change  would  represent  an  im- 
,  and  provement  in  current  administrative 
/  and  practice. 

On  the  basis  of  exceptions  submitted, 

L  ad-  it  is  apparent  that  the  objections  raised 
price  at  the  hearing  concerning  stop  and  start 
notices  are  not  intended  to  apply  exclu- 
plant.  sively  to  proposals  concerning  milk  di¬ 
verted  between  pool  plants, 
milk  The  major  concern  in  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  was  that  the  deletion  of 
nthin  such  notices  was  intended  to  place  the 
liffer-  responsibility  for  maintaining  payrolls 
for  all  producers  on  the  handler  who 
e  for  “normally”  receives  their  milk.  By  this, 
pur-  proponents  meant  milk  received  on  more 
than  half  the  delivery  days  of  the  month, 
i  fol-  From  this  standpoint,  the  testimony  con- 
n  the  cerning  stop  and  start  notices  was 
dence  deemed  to  be  related  specifically  to  the 
•ecord  proposals  to  allow  milk  to  be  diverted 
between  pool  plants.  If  such  proposals 
Id  not  were  adopted,  the  deletion  of  stop  and 
irerted  start  notices  might  be  considered  as  an 
Id  be  appropriate  conforming  change.  No  pro- 
ler  of  posal  was  considered  at  the  hearing  deal- 
ted  to  ing  exclusively  with  stop  and  start 
ths  of  notices.  Therefore,  no  change  in  the 
order  is  provided  for  herein. 

*mally  Another  aspect  of  the  proposal  con- 
lucers  cerns  the  provisions  of  the  present  order 
ime  of  which  permit  diversions  from  pool  plants 
1  pur-  to  nonpool  plants  on  a  limited  basis  in 
ent  to  certain  months,  and  on  an  unlimited 
irectly  basis  in  other  months.  It  was  contended 
or  to  that  diversions  to  nonpool  plants  would 
tilized  be  less  necessary  if  diversions  between 
pool  plants  were  provided  for  in  the 
occur  order,  and  other  complementary  changes 
ons  of  were  adopted,  to  encourage  the  proces- 
wever,  sing  of  all  reserve  supplies  for  the  market 
ir  milk  at  the  plant  of  a  cooperative  association 
ceived,  at  Hartford. 

ecessi-  Proponent  submitted  an  exception  to 
ayrolls  the  above  finding  on  the  basis  that  no 
jceived  such  contention  was  made,  and  that  pro- 
caused  posals  relating  to  diversion  between  pool 
r  a  co-  plants  and  those  relating  to  diversions 
irompt  between  pool  and  nonpool  plants  were 
strator  discussed  separately  at  the  hearing. 

DP  de-  In  context,  the  testimony  of  proponent 
irt  de-  on  these  points  is  that  the  Connecticut 
market  should  be  rationalized  in  such  a 
nilk  to  way  that  the  surplus  manufacturing 
n  pool  facilities  located  there  should  be  utilized 
roposal  in  preference  to  other  outlets, 
rnative  Some  reserve  milk,  which  is  part  of  the 
mmilk  necessary  supply  for  the  market,  is  lo- 
lonpool  cated  at  points  from  which  it  may  be 
handled  more  economically  by  diversion 
ary  di-  to  nonpool  plants  than  by  delivery  to 
ring  as  the  center  of  the  marketing  area  for 
should  processing.  The  proposal  would  not  pro¬ 
record  vide  a  fully  satisfactory  method  of  sur- 
l  start”  plus  disposal  for  all  supply  plants  asso- 
r.  The  dated  with  the  market, 
isibility  In  view  of  the  above,  the  proposal  is 
rolls  on  denied. 

ves  the  There  were  twTo  proposals  to  increase 
>e  milk  the  number  of  days  during  the  months  of 
fers.  July  through  September  on  which  milk 


may  be  diverted  from  pool  plants  to  non¬ 
pool  plants.  Proponents  would  provide 
for  diversions  on  12  days  from  July 
through  November,  and  establish  no 
limit  on  the  number  of  days  of  diversion 
during  the  months  of  December  through 
June.  \ 

The  order  presently  provides  that  milk 
may  be  diverted  for  12  days  during  the 
months  of  October  through  March. 
During  the  months  of  April  through 
June  there  is  no  such  limit.  These  pro¬ 
visions  should  not  be  changed.  The 
number  of  days  on  which  diversion  is 
permitted  should  be  revised  to  10  days 
(5  days  for  every-other-day  delivery) 
during  any  of  the  months  of  July 
through  September.  The  order  presently 
limits  diversions  during  such  months  to 
8  days  (4  for  every-other-day  delivery). 
July  through  September  are  the  months 
when  supplies  of  milk  are  lowest  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  Class  I  sales.  During  the  period 
October  through  March,  supplies  of  milk 
are  more  plentiful  in  relation  to  Class  I 
sales,  and  a  greater  incidence  of  diver¬ 
sion  may  be  necessary. 

Although  milk  regularly  associated 
with  the  market  should  be  available  for 
fluid  purposes  if  needed,  the  order  pro¬ 
visions  should  not  require  handlers  to 
move  producer  milk  physically  through  a 
pool  plant  where  it  is  not  needed  merely 
to  assure  that  the  dairy  farmers  regu¬ 
larly  supplying  such  plant  will  retain 
their  producer  status  under  the  order. 
The  order  should  provide  sufficient  lati¬ 
tude  for  diversions  to  permit  producer 
milk  not  needed  for  bottling  purposes  on 
such  occasions  as  weekends  or  holidays 
to  be  diverted  to  nonpool  plants. 

It  is  customary  for  handlers  to  oper¬ 
ate  distributing  plants  on  only  5  days 
a  week.  On  weekends,  producer  milk 
associated  with  such  plants  must  be 
moved  to  plants  where  it  can  be  manu¬ 
factured.  Restricting  diversions  to  8 
days  (4  days  for  every-other-day  deliv¬ 
ery)  has  not  facilitated  fully  the  eco¬ 
nomical  disposition  of  such  producer 
milk. 

Expanding  the  diversion  privilege  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  July  through  Sep¬ 
tember  in  the  manner  proposed  should 
be  sufficient  to  allow  handlers  to  eco¬ 
nomically  dispose  of  producer  milk  not 
needed  for  fluid  purposes,  and  at  the 
same  time  adequately  protect  the  regu¬ 
lated  market  from  “pool  riding”. 

Proposals  to  allow  unlimited  diver¬ 
sions  during  the  months  of  December 
through  March  are  denied.  Unlimited 
diversions  are  provided  during  the 
months  of  April  through  June  to  assure 
the  market  of  an  outlet  for  producer 
milk  during  those  months  when  reserve 
supplies  are  heaviest.  There  is  no 
evident  basis  for  providing  unlimited  di¬ 
versions  except  during  these  months  of 
peak  production. 

To  prevent  abuses  of  the  diversion 
privilege  during  the  months  of  April 
through  June,  the  order  provides  that 
producer  milk  may  be  diverted  to  non¬ 
pool  plants  during  any  of  those  months 
only  if  the  dairy  farmer  producing  such 
milk  held  producer  status  at  a  plant  in 
the  same  zone  location  as  the  plant  from 
which  diversion  is  claimed  during  the 
entire  two  months  immediately  preced¬ 
ing  the  month  in  which  the  diversion  is 
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claimed.  It  was  proposed  that  this  pro¬ 
vision  be  extended  to  all  months  of  the 
year. 

Such  a  provision  is  necessary  during 
the  months  of  unlimited  diversion  to 
deter  the  association  of  milk  with  a  pool 
plant  for  a  brief  period  for  the  purpose 
of  drawing  the  blended  price  for  the 
entire  period,  and  to  deter  the  associa¬ 
tion  of  milk  of  upcountry  plants  with 
plants  in  the  marketing  area  to  benefit 
from  the  higher  marketing  area  price. 
/Without  this  restriction  in  the  April- 
June  period  it  would  be  necessary  to 
associate  the  milk  of  a  dairy  farmer 
with  a  pool  plant  on  but  one  day  to 
establish  producer  status  and  thereby 
qualify  for  unlimited  diversions  for  the 
entire  period.  However,  with  the  re¬ 
strictions  provided  on  the  days  of  diver¬ 
sion  during  the  other  months  of  the  year, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  associate  milk 
with  a  pool  plant  on  about  60  percent 
of  the  days  in  any  such  month  in  order 
to  draw  the  Connecticut  blended  price 
for  the  entire  month.  The  present  pro¬ 
vision  provides  a  satisfactory  safeguard 
against  such  abuses  in  these  months 
and  accordingly  the  proposal  need  not 
be  adopted. 

The  diversion  privilege  should  be  ex¬ 
tended  only  to  dairy  farmers  who  are 
genuinely  associated  with  the  Connecti¬ 
cut  market.  To  make  the  producer 
definition  clear  in  this  regard,  it  should 
be  provided  that  movements  of  milk  to 
a  nonpool  plant  directly  from  a  farm 
during  the  July  through  March  period 
are  to  be  considered  a  diversion  only 
when  the  dairy  farmer  producing  such 
milk  held  producer  status  during  the 
preceding  month  or  delivered  milk  to 
a  pool  plant  earlier  in  the  month.  The 
order  already  provides  that  before  his 
milk  can  be  diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant 
during  the  months  of  April  through 
June,  a  dairy  farmer  shall  have  had 
producer  status  during  the  two  imme¬ 
diately  preceding  months.  There  was 
no  proposal  to  change  this  provision  of 
the  order. 

The  order  need  not  contain  a  definition 
of  “diverted  milk”.  The  proposed 
amendments  included  in  the  suggested 
diverted  milk  definition  have  been  dis¬ 
cussed  above,  and  those  amendments 
adopted  are  more  appropriately  a  part  of 
the  “producer”  definition. 

Alternatives  to  the  various  proposals 
included  in  the  hearing  notice  would 
further  restrict  the  days  of  diversion  and 
would  change  the  point  of  pricing  of 
diverted  milk.  There  were  no  specific 
problems  presented  which  the  proposals 
were  designed  to  correct.  Although  pro¬ 
ponent  stated  that  the  present  diversion 
provisions  could  be  subject  to  abuse, 
there  were  no  instances  pointed  out  to 
substantiate  this  contention. 

In  any  case,  point  of  pricing  as  it  re¬ 
lates  to  diverted  milk  was  not  specifically 
proposed  for  consideration  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Proponent’s  major  proposals  con¬ 
cerned  diversion  of  milk  between  pool 
plants  in  the  same  zone  price  location 
or  one  nearer  Hartford,  and  that  trans¬ 
fers  of  producers  between  handlers  be 
established  on  a  different  basis  than  cur¬ 
rently  prevails.  These  proposals  have  no 
specific  relation  to  the  point  of  pricing 
for  milk  diverted  from  pool  plants  to 


nonpool  plants.  Thus,  a  modification  of 
proposals  1  and  4  in  this  regard  is  not 
appropriate. 

(2)  The  producer-handler  definition 
should  be  amended  to  clarify  the  effect 
on  “producer-handler”  status,  of  pur¬ 
chases  of  fluid  milk  products  in  packages 
from  nonpool  sources,  which  are  deliv¬ 
ered  to  customers,  or  outlets,  without 
first  being  received  at  the  producer- 
handler’s  plant. 

Two  proposals  were  considered  at  the 
hearing.  One  would  limit  the  amount 
and  sources  of  milk  a  producer-handler 
may  purchase  over  and  above  his  own 
herd  production,  while  maintaining  ex¬ 
empt  status.  It  would  exempt  any  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  if  his  own  farm  production 
does  not  exceed  a  daily  average  during 
the  month  of  1,075  pounds,  and  purchases 
from  pool  plants  in  the  form  of  packaged 
fluid  milk  products  do  not  exceed  more 
than  five  percent  of  his  own  farm  pro¬ 
duction.  The  current  regulation  con¬ 
tains  no  limitation  on  own  farm  pro¬ 
duction  or  on  purchases  from  pool  plants. 

The  other  proposal  would  regard,  as  a 
receipt,  any  fluid  milk  products  the  pro¬ 
ducer  handler  purchases  from  a  nonpool 
source,  but  which  he  delivers  directly  to 
wholesale  or  retail  outlets  such  as  plant 
stores  and  vending  machines.  Receipts 
of  this  kind  would  result,  under  the  pro¬ 
posal,  in  the  loss  of  the  producer-han¬ 
dler’s  exempt  status  under  the  order. 

Both  proposals  would  continue  com¬ 
plete  exemption  from  pricing  and  pooling 
for  any  person  whose  sole  source  of  milk 
is  his  own  farm  production. 

The  question  raised  by  the  first  pro¬ 
posal  and  supporting  testimony  is 
whether  dairy  farmers,  who  operate 
processing  plants,  and  who  receive  no 
milk  from  other  dairy  farmers,  but  rely 
on  milk  purchases  from  pool  sources, 
should  continue  to  be  exempt  from 
pricing  and  pooling  as  handlers.  Pro¬ 
ponent  contended  that  when  producer- 
handlers  are  permitted  to  purchase  un¬ 
limited  amounts  of  milk  from  pool 
sources,  it  is  a  relatively  simple  matter 
for  them  to  completely  balance  their  op¬ 
erations  out  of  the  pool.  In  this  circum¬ 
stance,  producers  supplying  milk  to  reg¬ 
ulated  handlers  carry  the  reserve  supply 
needed  to  service  the  producer-handlers’ 
Class  I  sales,  which  do  not  have  to  be 
shared  with  other  producers  through  the 
pool. 

The  order  extends  a  significant  benefit 
to  the  producer-handler.  It  allows  him 
to  realize  a  Class  I  return  on  virtually  all 
his  own  milk  production,  while  relying  on 
pool  sources  for  balancing  his  total  needs 
and  keeping  his  surplus  to  a  minimum. 
Other  producers,  whose  milk  is  pooled, 
receive  the  uniform  blended  price  and 
share  with  each  other  the  lower  return 
realized  from  milk  in  excess  of  the  fluid 
requirements  of  the  market. 

In  April  1959,  at  the  inception  of  the 
regulation,  there  was  a  total  of  50  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  -  designated  under  the 
order.  The  daily  average  of  their  “own 
production”  was  just  over  1,000  pounds. 
For  the  month  of  March  1961  there  were 
70  producer-handlers  in  the  market,  with 
a  daily  average  production  of  about  1,300 
pounds.  There  has  been  a  steady  in¬ 


crease  both  in  numbers  and  in  volume  of 
own  farm  production. 

In  January  of  this  year,  producer- 
handlers  averaged  571  quarts  per  day 
from  own  production.  An  additional  23 
quarts  per  day  on  the  average  were  pur¬ 
chased  from  pool  plants  in  packaged 
form.  An  average  of  300  quarts  was 
purchased  in  bulk  from  pool  plants. 
Generally,  producer-handlers  purchase 
an  amount  of  milk  from  pool  plants 
approximating  their  own  farm  produc¬ 
tion,  or  less.  A  few  purchase  from  pool 
plants  significantly  larger  amounts  of 
milk  than  they  produce. 

Producer-handler  witnesses  testified 
that  they  intended  to  increase  herd  size 
and  purchases  from  pool  plants.  To  the 
present,  however,  the  growth  rate  of 
producer-handlers  as  a  whole  has  not 
exceeded,  greatly,  the  growth  of  the  total 
Class  I  market.  If  the  own  farm  pro¬ 
duction  of  producer-handlers  were  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  pool  at  this  time,  Class  I 
utilization  would  be  increased  by  less 
than  one  percent,  as  compared  with  the 
early  months  of  the  order. 

Producer-handlers  exercise  control 
over  their  milk  from  production  to  ulti¬ 
mate  marketing  to  consumers.  The 
pricing  and  pooling  provisions  of  the 
order  do  not  apply  to  producer-handlers. 
Whether  or  not  the  prevailing  competi¬ 
tive  situation  in  a  market  is  such  to 
provide  sufficient  reason  for  full  regula¬ 
tion  of  producer-handlers  must  be  ap¬ 
praised,  however,  in  the  light  of  certain 
facts.  Buying  advantages  gained  over 
fully  regulated  handlers,  the  extent  to 
which  the  burden  of  carrying  the  reserve 
supply  associated  with  Class  I  sales  shifts 
to  other  producers,  incentives  for  pro¬ 
ducers  to  become  producer-handlers,  and 
administrative  convenience  in  granting 
exemption,  are  some  of  the  considera¬ 
tions  involved  in  such  an  appraisal. 

There  is  no  substantial  indication  at 
this  time  that  producer-handlers  are  a 
significant  disrupting  factor  in  this  mar¬ 
ket,  or  that  their  operations  have 
changed  since  the  inception  of  the  order 
to  an  extent  that  warrants  the  proposed 
limitations  on  their  operations.  The 
major  producer  association  testified  that 
producers  are  not  being  disadvantaged 
by  producer-handlers  to  an  extent  war¬ 
ranting  a  greater  degree  of  regulation 
under  the  order.  However,  considering 
the  apparent  intentions  of  some  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  to  expand,  it  may  be 
necessary  at  some  future  date  to  reap¬ 
praise  the  basis  for  exemption  of  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  in  this  market.  It  is 
concluded  that  the  proposed  amendment 
should  not  be  adopted. 

The  second  proposal  considered  would 
clarify  the  effect  on  the  status  of  the 
producer-handler  of  purchases  of  pack¬ 
aged  fluid  milk  products,  from  nonpool 
sources,  which  are  delivered  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  producer-handler  to  whole¬ 
sale  or  retail  outlets,  without  first  being 
received  physically  at  the  producer- 
handler’s  plant.  . 

The  market  administrator  has  inter¬ 
preted  the  order  to  the  effect  that  the 
acquisition  and  sale  of  packaged  milk, 
in  the  manner  described,  causes  the 
producer-handler  to  lose  his  exemption 
‘from  full  regulation  as  a  regular 
handler. 
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The  proposal  would  clarify  the  lan-  i 
guage  of  the  producer-handler  definition  < 
in  line  with  current  application  of  the  i 
order.  Thus,  if  a  producer-handler  sup¬ 
plies  packaged  fluid  milk  products,  orig¬ 
inating  at  nonpool  sources,  to  plant 
stores  or  to  vending  machines  in  the 
manner  described,  such  operation  would 
result  in  his  loss  of  status  as  a  producer- 
handler  under  the  order  and  require  the 
pooling  of  his  milk  as  a  fully  regulated 
handler. 

In  the  absence  of  such  provision,  eco¬ 
nomic  incentive  would  exist  for  a 
producer-handler  to  use  nonpool  sources 
of  milk,  in  order  to  balance  his  varying 
needs  for  milk  while  maintaining  ex¬ 
empt  status.  Use  of  a  nonpool  source  of 
supply  in  this  type  of  transaction  de¬ 
prives  the  pool  of  a  Class  I  sale,  and 
producers  are  not  compensated  for  the 
loss  of  sale.  When  a  producer-handler 
relies  on  such  supplemental  supplies  to 
operate  his  business,  the  underlying 
basis  for  the  exemption  from  full  regu¬ 
lation  for  producer-handlers  is  circum¬ 
vented  to  an  extent  that  affects  returns 
to  other  producers  adversely.  If  a 
producer-handler  were  to  undertake  to 
operate  his  processing  operation  in  this 
manner,  there  would  be  substantial  rea¬ 
son  for  applying  the  order  in  the  same 
way  it  is  applied  to  any  other  handler. 

The  provision  that  such  person  may 
obtain  supplemental  milk  from  pool 
sources,  without  losing  exemption,  recog¬ 
nizes  specific  marketing  characteristics 
in  the  area,  which  warrant  continuation 
of  the  practice  at  this  time.  In  a  de¬ 
cision  for  this  market  issued  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  on  April  28,  1961  (26 
F.R.  3815),  of  which  official  notice  is 
hereby  taken,  it  was  stated  that  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  are  often  the  only  con¬ 
venient  sources  of  supply  for  the  smaller 
towns  and  rural  areas.  Such  operators 
customarily  have  purchased  their  sup¬ 
plemental  supplies  from  pool  plant 
sources.  While  it  is  clear  that  producer- 
handlers  utilize  pool  sources  to  balance 
their  operations,  the  prevailing  size  and 
scope  of  producer-handler  operations  in 
the  market  does  not  necessitate  chang¬ 
ing  the  provision  at  this  time.  It  is 
concluded  that  the  language  of  the 
present  producer-handler  definition  be 
clarified  as  proposed. 

Another  consideration  raised  at  the 
hearing  concerns  the  status  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  with  respect  to  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  such  person’s  plant  as  milk 
having  been  diverted  from  a  pool  plant. 

The  provisions  concerning  diversion 
are  an  accommodation  to  the  market. 
They  allow  milk  to  be  disposed  of  for 
manufacturing  without  the  need  to 
transport  it  to  the  market.  The  eco¬ 
nomic  implication,  in  this  instance,  is 
that  such  milk  is  utilized  as  Class  n. 
Producer-handlers,  on  the  other  hand, 
enjoy  exempt  status  on  the  basis  that 
their  own  production  is  utilized  entirely 
in  Class  I.  To  retain  that  exemption 
such  operations  should  have  no  other 
nonpool  source  of  supply,  or  receive  milk 
from  other  dairy  farmers.  If  the  milk 
is  received  at  a  producer-handler’s  plant 
direct  from  farms  by  diversion  from  pool 
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ers.  The  exempt  status  held  by  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  distinguishes  their  op-  ] 
erations  from  those  of  pool  plants.  The 
accommodation  afforded  the  market  in 
allowing  diversions  to  nonpool  plants  is 
not  appropriate  in  the  case  of  producer- 
handlers. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  producer- 
handler  definition  should  be  clarified  to 
provide  that  the  supplemental  supplies 
that  producer-handlers  receive  from  pool 
plants  are  obtained  by  transfers  from 
such  plants,  and  not  by  diversion. 

(3)  The  producer  milk  definition 
should  be  amended. 

Proposals  were  presented  which  would 
specify  more  clearly  a  handler’s  (includ¬ 
ing  any  cooperative  association  which  is 
a  handler)  responsibility  for  bulk  tank 
milk.  Particularly  at  issue  was  the 
financial  responsibility  of  the  handler  in 
the  event  milk  is  accidently  destroyed 
while  being  transported  by  an  independ¬ 
ent  hauler.  It  was  contended  that 
whether  such  a  hauler  is  employed  by  the 
producers  of  the  milk,  or  by  the  handler 
receiving  the  milk,  the  handler  must 
designate  the  hauler  as  his  agent  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  weights  and  tests 
of  the  milk  at  the  farm,  and  to  accept 
the  milk  for  his  account. 

The  weight,  butterfat  test  and  quality 
of  bulk  tank  milk  are  determined  at  the 
farm.  When  milk  is  pumped  into  a  tank 
truck  at  the  farm,  the  producer  is  no 
longer  able  to  identify  his  milk,  nor  does 
he  have  any  control  over  its  ultimate  dis¬ 
position.  From  then  until  the  milk  en¬ 
ters  a  plant,  the  handler  or  cooperative 
association  taking  the  milk  exercises 
complete  control  over  such  milk. 

Under  these  conditions,  bulk  tank  pro¬ 
ducers  should  not  be  expected  to  accept 
financial  responsibility  in  the  event  their 
milk  is  accidently  destroyed  before  it 
enters  a  plant.  Accordingly,  the  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  definition  should  be  amended 
to  include  any  bulk  tank  milk  which,  is 
lost  or  destroyed  enroute  to  a  plant.  Any 
such  milk  should  be  considered  as  a  re¬ 
ceipt  by  the  handler  at  the  pool  plant 
where  producer  milk  customarily  is  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  same  farm  during  the 
month.  When  bulk  tank  milk  is  lost  or 
destroyed  enroute  to  a  pool  plant,  the 
handler  accepting  such  milk  from  pro¬ 
ducers  should  be  accountable  to  the  mar¬ 
ketwide  pool,  and  for  payment  to  the 
producer,  for  such  milk. 

No  proposal  was  considered  at  the 
hearing  to  change  the  point  of  pricing 
of  such  bulk  tank  milk  from  an  f.o.b. 
market  basis,  and  no  evidence  exists  that 
the  problems  posed  would  justify  any 
other  than  the  present  basis  for  pricing 
such  milk. 

Another  problem  presented  involved 
the  time  of  delivery  of  producer  milk. 
When  milk  is  delivered  in  tank  trucks,  it 
is  not  always  received  at  a  plant  on  the 
same  day  that  it  is  picked  up  at  the  farm. 
In  such  cases  it  is  considered  that  the 
time  of  receipt  by  the  handler  is  when 
such  milk  enters  the  plant.  Bulk  tank 
milk  picked  up  at  the  farm  on  the  last 
day  of  a  month,  but  not  received  at  a 
pool  plant  until  the  first  day  of  the 
following  month,  is  accounted  for  and 


Plants,  there  is  no  distinction  between  priced  under  the  order  as  a  receipt  during 
this  and  direct  receipts  from  dairy  farm-  the  following  month.  This  situation  mis- 
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leads  producers  as  to  appropriate  pay¬ 
ment  therefor,  and  in  some  cases  could 
work  temporary  hardship  on  producers 
who  had  anticipated  prompt  payment  for 
all  milk  produced  during  the  month. 

Consideration  under  the  order  of  all 
milk  of  bulk  tank  producers  subsequently 
delivered  to  a  pool  plant,  or  diverted 
within  the  prescribed  limitations,'  as  a 
receipt  of  producer  milk  on  the  day  it  is 
picked  up  at  the  farm,  will  alleviate  this 
problem,  and  will  make  the  order  pro¬ 
visions  in  this  respect  consistent  with 
those  of  the  other  New  England  orders. 

(4)  The  allocation  and  zone  price 
differential  provisions  of  the  order  should 
be  amended. 

It  was  proposed  that:  (1)  The  order 
be  amended  to  change  the  percentage 
of  producer  milk  that  may  be  allocated 
to  Class  II  before  allocation  of  fluid  milk 
products  received  in  bulk  and  priced  un¬ 
der  another  Federal  order,  (2)  the  zone 
price  differential  provisions  be  changed 
to  allow  a  greater  amount  of  Class  I 
utilization  to  be  assigned  to  supply  pool 
plants  for  calculating  the  Class  I  zone 
price  differential,  and  (3)  the  zone  price 
differential  provisions  be  amended  so 
that  all  milk  moved  to  the  market  in 
fluid  form,  regardless  of  the  use  made 
of  it,  would  receive  the  Class  I  zone  price 
differential. 

Proposal  (1)  would  amend  the  alloca¬ 
tion  provisions  to  provide  that  for  the 
months  of  July  and  August  up  to  15  per¬ 
cent  of  producer  milk  could  continue  to 
be  allocated  to  Class  II  before  the  alloca¬ 
tion  of  receipts  of  fluid  milk  products  re¬ 
ceived  ip  bulk  and  priced  under  another- 
Federal  order.  Under  the  proposal,  the 
percentage  factor  would  be  reduced  from 
15  to  10  during  the  months  of  September 
through  November. 

At  the  present  time,  the  order  pro¬ 
vides  that  during  the  months  of  July, 
through  November,  the  lesser  of  15  per¬ 
cent  of  producer  receipts,  or  the  remain¬ 
ing  pounds  of  available  Class  II  use  at 
that  point  in  allocation,  be  assigned  to 
Class  n.  This  provision  allows  up  to  15 
percent  of  producer  milk  to  be  allocated 
to  Class  II  milk  during  each  of  the 
months  of  July  through  November  be¬ 
fore  allocation  to  such  class  of  supplies 
of  bulk  fluid  milk  products  from  plants 
regulated  by  another  Federal  milk  order. 

By  setting  aside  up  to  15  percent  of 
producer  receipts  for  Class  II  allocation 
in  the  manner  described,  the  order  allows 
handlers  to  buy  supplemental  milk  dur¬ 
ing  certain  periods  without  having  such 
purchases  assigned  wholly  to  Class  II. 
The  effect  of  this  is  to  modify  the  cus¬ 
tomary  priority  of  Class  I  allocation  of 
producer  milk  at  times  when  reserves  of 
milk  on  a  marketwide  basis  may  be  short 
in  relation  to  fluid  requirements. 

At  the  inception  of  the  order,  the  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  in  24 
F.R.  1058,  of  which  official  notice  is 
hereby  taken,  stated  the  propriety  of 
providing  for  a  limited  allocation  of 
supplemental  bulk  milk  from  other  Fed¬ 
eral  orders  to  Class  I  milk.  It  was  found 
that  handlers  who  rely  primarily  on  milk 
supplies  from  local  producers,  may  find 
it.  necessary,  because  of  variations  in 
day-to-day  receipts  or  sales,  to  purchase 
supplemental  bulk  milk  from  another 
>  Federal  order  market,  particularly  dur- 
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mg  the  period  July  through  November. 
This  finding  recognized  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  which  indicated  that  local  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  might  not  be  available  in  suffi¬ 
cient  quantity  during  those  months. 

The  need  to  facilitate  the  procure¬ 
ment  of  supplemental  supplies,  during 
the  months  of  potentially  inadequate 
market  reserves,  has  been  reduced  some¬ 
what  since  the  inception  of  the  order. 
Considering  the  size  and  structure  of 
the  market,  the  possibility  still  exists, 
however,  that  supplemental  bulk  milk 
from  other  Federal  orders  may  be  needed 
by  handlers  to  cope  with  emergency 
situations  during  the  July  through 
November  period. 

The  months  of  shortest  supply  in  re¬ 
lation  to  Class  I  sales  continue  to  be 
the  July  through  November  period,  but 
no  pattern  exists  so  that  two  or  three 
consecutive  months  during  the  period 
can  be  identified  conclusively  as  being 
more  in  need  of  milk  than  the  others. 
It  is  concluded,  therefore,  that  the  per¬ 
centage  of  producer  milk  that  may  be 
allocated  to  Class  II  before  allocating 
receipts  of  bulk  fluid  milk  products 
priced  under  another  Federal  order  to 
such  class  should  continue  to  be  15  per¬ 
cent  for  each  of  the  months  in  the 
period  July  through  November.  The 
proposal  to  alter  the  percentage  figure 
therefore  is  denied. 

A  corollary  problem  concerning  the  al¬ 
location,  transfer  and  zone  pricing  pro¬ 
visions  was  raised  at  the  hearing.  It 
was  alleged  that  the- order  should  not 
create  a  situation  in  which  milk  from 
other  Federal  order  markets  is  a  more 
attractive  purchase  for  this  marketing 
area  than  milk  from  pool  supply  plants 
which  are  the  principal  sources  of  supply 
when  direct-shipped  milk  is  insufficient 
to  meet  fluid  needs. 

During  the  months  of  July  through 
November,  when  supplemental  milk  is 
purchased  from  plants  regulated  by  an¬ 
other  Federal  order  it  may  be  allocated, 
in  the  manner  previously  described,  to 
Class  I  prior  to  the  allocation  of  milk 
from  pool  supply,  plants.  Milk  shipped 
to  city  plants  from  pool  supply  plants, 
likewise  primarily  intended  for  Class  I 
use,  may  be  allocated  to  Class  II  use. 
When  this  occurs,  the  milk  does  not 
carry  the  Class  I  zone  price  differential 
whereas  the  other  Federal  order  milk 
is  priced  on  a  zone  basis. 

To  place  pool  milk  at  country  plants 
on  a  substantially  similar  basis  as  other 
Federal  order  milk  brought  into  the 
market  as  to  zone  pricing,  it  is  conclud¬ 
ed  that  the  sequence  of  the  allocation 
provisions  of  the  order  should  be  revised 
and  corollary  changes  made  in  the 
transfer  and  location  adjustment  provi¬ 
sions.  As  modified,  the  zone  location 
adjustment  will  be  applied  at  a  point  in 
the  allocation  sequence  which  will  allow 
the  handler  a  Class  I  zone  price  differen¬ 
tial  on  an  increased  quantity  of  milk 
shipped  from  pool  supply  plants  during 
such  five -month  period.  In  other 
months  the  Class  I  zone  location  differ¬ 
ential  will  continue  to  apply  as  currently 
provided  in  the  order,  limiting  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  such  differential  to  a  quan¬ 
tity  equal  to  5  percent  of  the  handler’s 
Class  I  utilization  or  his  Class  II  milk 
volume,  whichever  is  less. 
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Proposal  (2),  offered  as  a  corollary 
proposal  to  proposal  (1)  listed  above, 
would  increase  the  quantity  of  milk  on 
which  the  Class  I  zone  price  differential 
applies  at  supply  plants.  The  objective 
of  this  proposal  is  accomplished  through 
changes  made  in  connection  with  pro¬ 
posal  (1).  No  further  revision  is 
deemed  necessary. 

The  remaining  proposal  on  zone  pric¬ 
ing  would  amend  the  zone  price  differ¬ 
ential  provision  to  provide  that  all  milk 
moved  to  the  market  in  fluid  form,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  use  made  of  it  shall 
receive  the  Class  I  zone  price  differen¬ 
tial.  Under  such  proposal,  only  non¬ 
fluid  milk  products  moving  to  the  market 
would  carry  the  Class  II  zone  price 
differential. 

The  proposal  was  supported  on  the 
basis  that  country  plants  are  a  necessary 
adjunct  to  the  market  and  that  the 
present  method  of  assigning  zone  price 
differentials  jeopardizes  their  continued 
association  with  the  market. 

The  decision  to  associate  a  supply 
plant  with  any  market  rests  primarily 
with  the  operator  of  the  plant.  The 
order  contains  standards  to  identify  the 
association  when  it  occurs.  The  pooling 
standard  for  supply  plants  does  not 
specify  the  extent  to  which  that  asso¬ 
ciation  with  the  market  must  be  reflected 
in  Class  I  sales,  but  it  is  recognized  that 
the  primary  function  of  a  supply  plant 
associated  with  a  fluid  market  is  to  fur¬ 
nish  supplies  of  milk  to  area  plants  for 
fluid  use  as  needed.  Administrative 
safeguards  are  necessary  in  the  order 
to  assure  producers  that  the  pool  will 
not  bear  the  cost  of  transporting  un¬ 
limited  quantities  of  milk  to  the  market 
for  Class  II  use.  Because  its  effect  would 
be  to  encourage  unduly  large  quantities 
of  fluid  milk  to  move  to  the  market  for 
Class  n  use  at  the  expense  of  all  pro¬ 
ducers,  it  is  concluded  that  the  proposed 
amendment  should  not  be  adopted. 

A  proposal  to  amend  the  inventory  re¬ 
classification  provisions  was  included  in 
the  hearing  notice.  No  testimony  bear¬ 
ing  directly  on  it  was  presented  at  the 
hearing  to  substantiate  the  need  for 
changing  them.  Testimony  concerning 
inventory  reclassification  was  presented 
in  connection  with  the  proposals  to 
amend  the  allocation  and  zone  price 
differential  provisions.  The  amendments 
recommended  elsewhere  herein  will  alle¬ 
viate  the  problem  to  which  this  proposal 
was  related. 

5.  The  classification  of  dietary  fluid 
milk  products  should  not  be  changed  to 
Class  II.  Nonfat  dry  milk  or  condensed 
skim  milk,  when  used  in  fortified  milk 
and  skim  milk  and  dietary  fluid  milk 
products,  should  continue  to  be  classified 
as  Class  I  milk  to  the  extent  of  the 
actual  weight  of  product  added  rather 
than  on  the  basis  of  the  “skim  milk 
equivalent”  as  presently  provided. 

Proposals  made  would  classify  dietary 
fluid  milk  products  as  Class  II,  provide 
for  a  definition  of  “Liquid  Dietary  Food”, 
classify  nonfat  dry  milk  or  condensed 
milk  in  Class  n  when  added  to  fortified 
milk  or  skim  milk,  and  discontinue  the 
practice  of  accounting  for  such  added 
products  on  the  basis  of  their  “skim  milk 
equivalent”. 


One  proponent  supported  a  Class  II 
classification  for  dietary  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  on  the  grounds  that  (1)  they  are  a 
food  product,  not  a  fluid  milk  product, 
(2)  the  product  competes  with  non-milk 
dietary  products,  the  prices  of  which  are 
being  constantly  reduced,  and  (3)  the 
characteristics  of  the  dietary  product  are 
more  like  those  of  ice  cream  than  like 
“fluid  milk  products”  as  defined  in  the 
order. 

At  the  present  time,  dietary  fluid  milk 
products  are  classified  in  Class  I  as 
flavored  milk  drinks.  Similar  classifi¬ 
cation  prevails  in  the  other  New  England 
Federal  milk  orders. 

The  dietary  products  are  purported  to 
be  a  food  product  rather  than  a  fluid 
milk  product.  They  are  used  in  lieu  of 
other  food  intake  during  the  diet  period. 
It  is  reasonable  to  expect  some  displace¬ 
ment  not  only  of  fluid  whole  milk,  but 
also  of  other  dairy  products  as  well  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  the  diet. 

The  specialized  nature  of  the  product 
does  not  alter  the  fact  that  it  is  com¬ 
prised  principally  of  milk,  skim  milk, 
nonfat  dry  milk  and  cream.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  whole  milk  sources  for  the  product 
are  under  the  inspection  of  the  local 
health  authorities  involved.  While  the 
local  health  authorities  do  not  specifi¬ 
cally  require  inspected  milk  in  their 
preparation,  very  little,  if  any,  un¬ 
inspected  milk  is  available  in  the  New 
England  area  for  use  in  either  dietary 
fluid  milk  products  or  fortified  skim  milk. 
It  is  significant  that  the  products  are 
marketed  in  fresh,  fluid  form,  intended 
for  consumption  in  this  form,  and  that 
freshness  is  one  of  the  marketing 
attributes. 

Additional  solids  contained  in  both 
dietary  fluid  milk  products  and  fortified 
skim  milk  are  derived  from  milk.  When 
contained  in  the  fluid  milk  products 
cited,  they  are  indistinguishable  either 
in  form  or  use  from  the  major  portion 
of  milk  solids  in  those  products,  which 
are  derived  primarily  from  producer 
milk.  The  products  disposed  of  in  this 
market  are  processed  primarily  in  Con¬ 
necticut  pool  plants  and  in  Boston  pool 
plants.  The  fresh  skim  milk  contained 
in  them  is  derived  from  pool  milk.  Pro¬ 
ponent  testified  that  it  was  unlikely  that 
skim  milk  from  unapproved  sources 
would  ever  be  used  because  of  the  quality 
considerations  involved. 

The  use  of  nonfat  dry  milk  or  con¬ 
densed  skim  milk  in  fortified  fluid  milk 
products  (including  dietary  products) 
improves  their  palatability.  This  may 
be  compared  with  the  product  palatabil¬ 
ity  resulting  from  the  presence  of  butter- 
fat  in  other  fluid  milk  products.  The 
use  of  nonfat  milk  products,  however, 
increases  the  protein  content  of  the 
product  while  reducing  the  fat  content. 
This  substitution  forms  the  basis  for 
consumer  acceptibility  and  is  an  integral 
part  of  these  relatively  new  products, 
which  are  comparable  in  use  and  form 
to  fluid  milk.  There  is  no  significant 
basis  for  distinguishing  between  liquid 
dietary  products,  flavored  milk  drinks, 
and  fortified  skim  milk.  They  are  not 
marketed  as  manufactured  products 
such  as  ice  cream  or  cottage  cheese. 
Rather,  their  distinguishing  marketing 
characteristic  is  the  fresh,  fluid  form  in 
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which  they  are  intended  for  consump¬ 
tion.  Processing  and  handling  of  these 
products  are  similar  to,  if  not  identical 
with,  those  of  other  fluid  milk  products. 

One  other  consideration  raised  con¬ 
cerning  dietary  milk  products  involves 
the  nature  of  their  competition  with 
similar  products  marketed  in  hermet¬ 
ically  sealed  cans.  For  some,  the  nonfat 
solids  are  derived  from  soya  flour,  in 
others  from  nonfat  dry  milk.  Some  are 
in  fluid  form,  some  are  not.  Indications 
are  that  a  significant  competitive  dis¬ 
tinction  exists  as  between  the  fresh,  fluid 
dietary  products  and  the  canned  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  canned  products  have  mar¬ 
keting  characteristics  similar  to  evapo¬ 
rated  milk  and  packaged  nonfat  dry 
milk. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  fresh,  fluid 
milk  products  fortified  with  nonfat  dry 
milk,  or  condensed  skim  milk  should 
continue  to  be  classified  as  Class  I  in 
order  that  producers  may  be  properly 
reimbursed  for  milk  so  used  in  the  same 
manner,  and  for  substantially  the  same 
reasons,  as  for  whole  milk  disposed  of  in 
fluid  form. 

No  definition  of  a  dietary  product  is 
needed.  There  is  no  evidence  that  ap¬ 
plicable  health  authorities  have  defined 
such  products.  The  dairy  ingredients 
contained  in  them  are  the  same  as  those 
cited  in  the  fluid  milk  products  definition 
and  in  the  classification  provisions. 

Another  proponent  requested  that  the 
skim  milk  equivalent  provision  no  longer 
be  applied  to  nonfat  milk  solids  when 
used  to  fortify  milk  or  skim  milk,  or  in 
preparing  dietary  milk  products.  The 
proposal  resulted  from  problems  posed 
by  differing  accounting  techniques  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Connecticut  and  Boston 
Federal  milk  orders. 

The  Boston,  Springfield,  and  Worcester 
orders  (sometimes  referred  to  as  the 
three  older  orders)  use  identical  ac¬ 
counting  techniques,  with  no  provision 
for  converting  nonfat  milk  solids  to  their 
“skim  milk  equivalent”.  The  two  more 
recent  orders  (Southeastern  New  Eng¬ 
land  and  Connecticut)  use  “butterfat 
and  skim”  accounting  with  provisions 
for  computing  the  “skim  milk  equiva¬ 
lent”  of  nonfat  dry  milk.  The  two 
methods,  which  produce  quite  different 
results,  from  an  accounting  standpoint, 
in  the  classification  of  milk  used  in  cer¬ 
tain  products,  have  created  intermarket 
problems.  This  is  particularly  appli¬ 
cable  to  dietary  products  made  from 
milk  priced  under  the  Boston  order  and 
disposed  of  in  the  Connecticut  market¬ 
ing  area.  Under  the  order  for  Connecti¬ 
cut,  the  application  of  the  “skim  milk 
equivalent”  accounting  technique  pro¬ 
vides  for  additional  payments  to  be  made 
to  producers  through  the  pool. 

Under  the  present  order,  the  skim  milk 
equivalent  provision  applies  to  all  nonfat 
solids  in  concentrated  form  for  use  both 
in  processing  reconstituted  or  recom¬ 
bined  milk  and  in  preparing  fortified 
fluid  milk  products. 

Fortified  fluid  milk  products  cus¬ 
tomarily  result  from  the  addition  of 
nonfat  milk  solids  to  milk  or  skim  milk  in 
fluid  form  to  yield  a  finished  product  of  a 
higher  nonfat  solids  content  than  that 
of  an  equivalent  amount  of  whole  (pro¬ 
ducer)  milk.  Reconstituted  products, 
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on  the  other  hand,  involve  the  process  of 
“floating”  concentrated  milk  solids  in 
water  to  yield  a  weight  of  product  ap¬ 
proximately  equal  to  the  weight  of  milk 
from  which  the  concentrated  milk  prod¬ 
uct  was  first  made  by  the  removal  of 
water. 

It  is  essential,  of  course,  that  proper 
safeguards  be  provided  in  the  order  to 
assure  that  current  receipts  of  producer 
milk  will  not  be  displaced  in  the  regu¬ 
lated  market  by  unpriced  milk  or  milk 
which  was  not  classified  and  priced  in  a 
comparable  class  under  another  Federal 
milk  order.  One  such  safeguard  is  the 
skim  equivalent  accounting  and  pricing 
as  applied  to  condensed  skim  milk  or 
nonfat  dry  milk  used  in  producing  fluid 
milk  products. 

Nonfat  dry  milk  and  condensed  milk 
are  ordinarily  derived  from  unpriced 
milk  or  milk  which  has  been  priced  as 
surplus  under  a  'Federal  order.  These 
products  are  not  necessarily  processed 
from  producer  milk  and  may  be  made 
from  uninspected  milk.  An  economic 
incentive  exists  for  handlers  to  substi¬ 
tute,  where  possible,  reconstituted  fluid 
milk  products  for  fluid  milk  products 
processed  from  current  receipts  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk.  Since  such  substitution 
would  displace  an  equivalent  amount  of 
producer  milk  in  Class  I,  the  application 
of  skim  equivalent  pricing  in  this  cir¬ 
cumstance  is  economically  sound  and  is 
necessary  to  maintain  orderly  mar¬ 
keting. 

The  same  economic  incentive  does  not 
exist,  however,  with  respect  to  the  use 
of  solids  to  fortify  a  fluid  milk  product. 
The  incentive  for  handlers  to  use  solids 
to  fortify  fluid  milk  products,  primarily 
derived  from  producer  milk,  is  in  being 
able  to  readily  meet  the  specific  demands 
of  consumers  and  thereby  to  maintain 
or  even  increase  Class  I  sales.  Until  re¬ 
cently,  fortified  fluid  milk  products  rep¬ 
resented  a  very  small  proportion  of  total 
fluid  milk  sales.  The  increased  emphasis 
on  low  fat  diets,  and  the  high  nutri¬ 
tional  value  of  nonfat  solids,  in  relation 
to  their  weight,  are  the  most  often  cited 
reasons  for  the  recent  and  rapid  increase 
in  the  demand  for  added  nonfat  solids 
in  fluid  milk  products. 

When  the  skim  milk  equivalent  provi¬ 
sion  is  applied  to  the  fortified  milk 
products,  it  inflates,  significantly,  the 
utilization  and  disposition  of  Class  I 
milk.  The  added  cost  to  handlers,  with 
respect  to  nonfat  dry  milk  used  in  the 
fortification  of  dietary  products,  approx¬ 
imates  six  cents  per  quart  of  product. 
This  is  in  addition  to  the  cost  at  which 
the  handler  obtained  the  nonfat  dry 
milk. 

The  order  should  give  proper  recogni¬ 
tion  to  the  role  played  by  fortified  fluid 
milk  products  in  the  orderly  marketing 
of  producer  milk  in  this  market.  The 
development  of  new  fluid  milk  products 
in  which  producer  milk  may  be  utilized 
has  had  no  evident  adverse  effect  on  the 
total  Class  I  market  even  if  in  some  in¬ 
stances  they  may  represent  for  con¬ 
sumers  a  substitute  for  other  fluid  milk 
products  with  established  markets.  To 
the  extent  that  such  products  add  to  the 
total  demands  for  all  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts,  returns  to  producers  are  improved 
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through  the  resulting  higher  Class  I 
utilization. 

Current  receipts  of  producer  milk  are 
not  utilized  entirely  for  Class  I  purposes 
and  any  excess  must  be  manufactured 
into  lower-valued,  storable  milk  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  development  of  new  fluid  milk 
products,  in  which  such  excess  milk  may 
be  effectively  utilized,  assists  in  the 
orderly  disposition  of  producer  milk. 
The  use  of  nonfat  solids  in  fortified  fluid 
milk  products  represents  an  outlet  of 
increasing  importance  in  this  regard. 
Pricing  the  fluid  skim  milk  equivalent  of 
nonfat  solids  at  the  Class  I  price  tends  to 
inhibit  their  use  in  such  products,  and 
thus  in  the  long  run  may  well  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  producer  returns. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  skim  milk 
equivalent  provision  should  not  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  fluid  milk  products  which  have 
been  fortified  with  nonfat  dry  milk  or 
condensed  skim  milk.  Such  products 
would  include  dietary  milk  products  con¬ 
taining  fresh,  fluid  milk  or  skim  milk, 
milk  or  skim  milk  and  buttermilk  from 
producer  milk,  which  are  fortified  with 
nonfat  milk  solids. 

No  specific  method  was  proposed  for  * 
determining  precisely  the  identity  of 
producer  milk  utilized  in  a  fortified  milk 
product  as  compared  with  reconstituted 
milk.  The  order,  however,  authorizes 
the  market  administrator  to  ascertain 
and  verify  the  use  and  classification  of 
the  milk  products  marketed  by  handlers 
under  the  order.  The  records  compiled 
in  the  processing  of  dairy  products  are 
available  to  the  market  administrator 
for  examination,  study,  evaluation  and 
verification.  Continued  application  of 
the  skim  equivalent  provision  in  in¬ 
stances  of  reconstitution  or  recombin¬ 
ing  is  justified.  The  integrity  of  the 
regulation  can  be  safeguarded,  in  this 
manner,  from  the  adverse  effects  of  an 
unreported  or  misrepresented  utilization. 

Likewise,  if  a  handler  has  nonfat  dry 
milk  in  inventory,  and  fails  to  account 
in  Class  II  utilization  for  some  portion 
of  it  which  disappears  from  inventory, 
some  method  must  be  provided  in  the 
order  to  account  for  the  subsequent  dis¬ 
position  of  the  entire  product.  In  such 
instances,  it  is  appropriate  for  the  fluid 
skim  equivalent  of  the  nonfat  milk  or 
condensed  skim  milk,  as  contrasted  with 
their  actual  weight,  to  be  accounted  for 
by  the  handler.  No  suggestion  was  made 
at  the  hearing  that  this  practice,  now  in 
effect,  be  altered. 

There  was  no  proposal  to  alter  the 
accounting  or  classification  of  so-called 
concentrated  milk.  It  is  marketed  with 
the  intent  that  the  water  removed  in 
the  processing  may  be  added  by  the  con¬ 
sumer.  The  principal  handler  witness 
testified  that  the  skim  equivalent  tech¬ 
nique  applied  to  concentrated  milk  is 
appropriate. 

A  subordinate  problem  raised  at  the 
hearing  concerned  the  need  to  devise, 
administratively,  weight  conversion  fac¬ 
tors  for  the  products  under  considera¬ 
tion  that  more  nearly  represent  their 
weights  for  given  volumes,  and  that  will 
produce  reasonable  uniformity  of  treat¬ 
ment  under  the  various  New  England 
orders.  It  is  concluded  that  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  appropriate  conversion  factors 
for  these  products  properly  may  be 
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handled  as  a  responsibility  of  the  market 
administrator.  Due  regard  should  be 
given,  in  this  connection,  to  the  objective 
of  reasonable  uniformity  with  other 
markets  in  the  application  of  such  fac¬ 
tors.  Thus,  no  action  in  this  respect  is 
taken  herein. 

(6)  The  recommended  decision  denied 
proposals  to  amend  the  seasonality  pat¬ 
tern  of  the  Class  II  milk  price  for  Order 
1.  Proponent  took  strong  exception  to 
such  denial  on  the  basis  that  it  is  not 
appropriate  to  defer  action  in  the  matter 
pending  disposition  of  the  proceeding 
heard  June  19-August  2,  1961  at  New 
York  City.  The  purpose  of  that  hearing 
was  to  receive  evidence  with  respect  to 
all  matters  pertaining  to  surplus  milk 
pricing  in  ten  Northeastern  milk  orders, 
including  Connecticut  (26  F.R.  5075). 
Official  notice  is  here  taken  of  such  joint 
hearing. 

Inasmuch  as  the  exceptor  is  one  of  the 
largest  handlers  of  Class  II  milk  in  the 
market  and  is  prepared  to  market  milk 
at  the  Class  n  prices  adjusted  seasonally 
herein,  it  is  appropriate  that  the  recom¬ 
mendation  to  defer  action  on  Class  n 
milk  pricing  be  reconsidered  in  the  light 
of  the  vigorous  exception  taken. 

Proponent  seeks  to  obtain  a  more  de¬ 
sirable  seasonal  pattern  of  blend  prices 
to  producers.  This  would  be  accom¬ 
plished  under  its  proposal  by  increasing 
the  Class  n  milk  price  during  the  months 
of  June  through  October  and  decreasing 
it  during  the  months  of  November 
through  May. 

By  increasing  Class  II  milk  prices  from 
June  through  October,  handlers  will  have 
less  price  incentive  to  use  Class  II  milk 
during  those  months.  As  demand  on 
the  pool  supply  for  Class  n  milk  is  di¬ 
minished,  more  milk  will  become  avail¬ 
able  for  Class  I  disposition. 

During  the  months  of  June  through 
October,  and  particularly  in  July  and 
August,  milk  is  used  primarily  in  higher¬ 
valued  Class  n  milk  products  such  as 
bottled  fluid  cream,  ice  cream,  thinning 
cream  and  cottage  cheese.  During  these 
months,  the  market  can  sustain  a  higher 
value  for  Class  n  milk.  At  the  same 
time,  during  the  months  of  November 
through  May,  when  Class  n  milk  is  more 
plentiful  relative  to  sales,  a  lower  value 
will  facilitate  its  disposition,  particularly 
by  the  major  cooperative  association  in 
the  market. 

It  should  be  emphasized,  however, 
that  proponent  has  acknowledged  that 
inter-market  relationships  of  surplus 
milk  prices  in  the  Northeast  are  a  most 
important  consideration. 

Consequently,  conclusions  reached  as 
a  result  of  the  joint  hearing  previously 
cited  may  bear  significantly  on  what  is 
ultimately  appropriate  for  Order  119 
insofar  as  Class  II  milk  pricing  is  con¬ 
cerned  since  such  subsequent  hearing 
necessarily  considered  the  level  of  the 
Connecticut  Class  n  price  and  its  rela¬ 
tionship,  seasonal  and  otherwise,  to  sur¬ 
plus  milk  prices  in  all  other  Northeastern 
orders,  Tims,  to  the  extent  that  the  con¬ 
clusion  contained  herein  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  evidence  adduced  at  the 
later  hearing,  such  conclusion  neces¬ 
sarily  is  subordinate  to  decisions  reached 
on  the  evidence  of  the  later  hearing. 


The  seasonal  Class  II  milk  price  ad¬ 
justments  contained  herein  will  result 
in  the  same  weighted  annual  average 
Class  n  milk  price  as  is  presently  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  order. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  Class  II  milk 
price  should  be  adjusted  seasonally. 

7.  The  pool  plant  definition  should  be 
amended.  Proposed  amendments  would 
establish  (a)  automatic  pooling  status 
under  the  Connecticut  order  in  the 
months  of  flush  production  for  any  plant 
that  (i)  qualifies  for  pooling  during  at 
least  three  of  the  five  months  of  July 
through  November  under  the  Connecti¬ 
cut  order,  and  (ii)  qualifies  as  a  pool 
plant  under  the  New  York-New  Jersey 
order  for  the  balance  of  such  period,  (b) 
automatic  pool  status  in  all  months  for 
any  plant  pooled  since  the  inception  of 
the  order  and  with  95  percent  of  its  re¬ 
ceipts  of  milk  from  farms  located  in  the 
nearby  farm  location  differential  area, 
and  (c)  a  “unit”  or  system  basis  for  qual¬ 
ifying  plants  for  pooling. 

The  shorter  pool  plant  qualifying  pe¬ 
riod  for  Connecticut,  in  lieu  of  the 
presently  designated  five-month  period, 
was  supported  on  the  basis  that  the  order 
should  provide  greater  certainty  that 
supply  plants  presently  associated  with 
the  market  can  continue  that  association 
and  thus  remain  eligible  for  pooling.  It 
was  contended  that  a  similarity  exists 
between  proposal  (a)  above  and  the  pool 
qualification  provisions  for  all  the  New 
England  orders  contained  in  a  final  de¬ 
cision  issued  in  August,  1960  (25  F.R. 
7819).  The  subsequent  amendments,  of 
which  official  notice  is  taken,  provided 
among  other  things,  automatic  pooling 
under  any  New  England  order  during 
December  through  June  for  plants  pre¬ 
viously  qualified  during  July-November. 
Thus,  the  amendment  provided  more 
uniform  shipping  requirements  in  the 
New  England  orders,  greater  flexibility 
for  plants  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  sev¬ 
eral  markets  with  interchangeable  sup¬ 
plies,  and  the  assurance  of  pooling  status 
under  a  particular  New  England  order 
during  the  flush  production  period  for 
any  plant  that  met  the  delivery  require¬ 
ments  for  pool  status  under  such  order, 
but  was  actually  pooled  under  one  of  the 
other  orders,  in  each  of  the  short  pro¬ 
duction  (pool  qualifying)  months. 

The  pool  plant  provisions  contained  in 
the  order,  and  in  other  New  England 
orders,  are  based  on  “flexible”  plant 
shipping  requirements,  which  allow 
plants  to  shift  among  those  markets 
under  certain  conditions.  They  retain, 
however,  the  concept  that  pool  plant 
status  should  be  based  on  the  delivery 
performance  of  a  plant  in  relation  to  the 
market  in  which  pooling  is  effected. 

The  proposal  for  this  hearing  was 
aimed,  however,  at  establishing  a  con¬ 
tinuing  association  with  the  Connecti¬ 
cut  market  for  certain  pool  supply  plants. 
The  proposal  would  reduce  the  number 
of  months  during  which  a  supply  plant 
must  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  under  Order 
No.  119,  in  order  to  achieve  automatic 
pool  plant  status  under  it  for  the  months 
of  December  through  June.  Although 
delivery  to  the  New  York-New  Jersey 
market  would  be  counted,  under  the 
proposal,  as  qualifying  performance  for 
pooling  in  Connecticut,  it  did  not  provide 


reciprocity  features  of  pooling  between 
Order  No.  27  and  No.  119.  In  fact,  pro¬ 
ponent  testified  that  it  would  be  inappro¬ 
priate  to  amend  the  New  York -New  Jer¬ 
sey  order  because  supply  conditions  in 
that  area  allegedly  do  not  warrant 
changes  to  accommodate  differences  in 
pool  plant  standards  between  the  mar¬ 
kets.  Thus,  the  comparison  made  in 
proponent’s  testimony  between  the  pro¬ 
posal  and  the  pooling  standards  of  the 
New  England  orders  does  not  support  the 
adoption  of  the  suggested  revision. 

It  is  concluded  •  thc*t  the  proposal 
should  not  be  adopted  since  it  would 
reduce  the  pool  supply  plant  shipping 
requirements  of  the  Connecticut  order, 
without  a  showing  that  a  lesser  delivery 
performance  requirement  for  the  Con¬ 
necticut  market  is  appropriate  under 
current  supply  conditions. 

Another  amendment  proposed  would 
extend  automatic  pool  status  to  a  plant 
operated  by  any  cooperative  association 
which  qualified  continuously  as  a  pool- 
plant  from  the  inception  of  the  order, 
if  95  percent  of  its  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceipts  are  from  farms  located  in  the 
nearby  farm  location  differential  area. 
It  was  supported  on  the  basis  that  the 
particular  plants  to  be  pooled  serve  as 
balancing  plants  for  handlers  regulated 
by  the  order,  and  should  be  afforded 
permanent  pool  status  for  having  per¬ 
formed  that  function. 

There  are  at  least  two  cooperatives  in 
the  market  operating  supply  type  pool 
plants.  Milk  is  received  at  these  plants 
either  as  reserve  milk  for  manufactur¬ 
ing,  for  sale  to  proprietary  plants  for 
Class  I  use  as  needed,  or  for  other 
disposition. 

The  purpose  of  the  pooling  provisions 
is  to  make  distinctions  between  types  of 
plants  and  their  relation  to  a  particular 
market.  The  standards  contained  in  the 
order  determine  which  plants  and  what 
milk  constitute  the  regular  and  normal 
supplies  for  the  Connecticut  market. 
These  provisions  distinguish  between 
plants  not  meeting  a  reasonable  stand¬ 
ard  of  regular  and  customary  service  to 
the  market,  and  those  which  should  be¬ 
come  fully  regulated.  In  effectuating 
such  standards,  it  is  important  that  they 
apply  uniformly  to  plants  wherever  lo¬ 
cated.  The  proposal  to  establish  auto¬ 
matic  pooling  qualifications  is  not  in 
accord  with  the  pooling  concept  appli¬ 
cable  in  the  Connecticut  and  other  New 
England  markets.  There  was  no  con¬ 
tention  that  the  pooling  standards  con¬ 
tained  in  the  order  are  not  performing 
this  proper  function  or  that  they  are 
unreasonable.  It  is  concluded  that  auto¬ 
matic  pooling  of  certain  plants  should 
not  be  adopted. 

A  third  amendment  proposed  by  a 
cooperative  association  would  pool  as  a 
“unit”  two  or  more  plants  operated  by 
the  same  handler  if  combined  shipments 
from  such  plants  meet  the  percentage 
requirements  now  contained  in  the  order. 
Proponent  supported  the  unit  system  of 
pooling  for  the  stated  purpose  of  pro¬ 
moting  marketing  efficiency  at  its  two 
pool  plants  by  keeping  transportation 
and  hauling  costs  at  a  minimum. 

The  proposal  is  intended  to  maintain 
pool  status  for  specified  plants  by  obvi¬ 
ating  the  need  to  move  milk  to  the  mar- 
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ket  from  each  of  such  plants  in  order 
to  meet  the  pooling  provisions  in  force. 
Support  for  the  proposal  was  presented 
by  proponent  primarily  in  terms  of  in¬ 
ternal  efficiency.  It  would  reduce  the 
hauling  necessary  to  pool  plants  indi¬ 
vidually.  Pooling  the  plants  would  be 
accomplished  by  treating  them  as  a  unit 
for  determining  their  delivery  perform¬ 
ance. 

Proponent’s  two  plants  have  been  op¬ 
erated  as  supply  plants  for  the  market 
continuously  since  the  inception  of  the 
order.  Although  the  market  as  a  whole 
does  not  have  a  history  of  strong  reliance 
on  supply  plant  milk,  nevertheless  there 
has  been  continuing  need  for  such  sup¬ 
plies  in  certain  months,  and  at  least 
four  such  plants  have  been,  and  are, 
qualified  for  pooling.  At  the  propo¬ 
nent’s  supply  plants,  milk  has  been  re¬ 
ceived  from  producers  and  supplied  from 
there  with  regularity  to  city  plants. 

Supply  plants  should  continue  to  be 
qualified  on  the  basis  of  performance 
in  shipping  milk  to  city  distributing 
plants  as  the  best  means  of  establishing 
an  association  with  the  market.  At  the 
same  time,  the  achievement  of  the  econ¬ 
omies  previously  described  should  be 
permitted.  To  attain  this  objective,  the 
order  should  provide  that  two  supply 
plants  of  a  handler  may  be  pooled  on  the 
basis  of  shipments  from  either  or  both 
plants  provided  that,  in  combination,  the 
shipments  are  not  less  than  the  aggregate 
of  amounts  necessary  to  qualify  the 
plants  separately. 

Qualifying  supply  plants  on  such  a 
“system”  basis  will  not  change  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  milk  or  number  of  plants  which 
can  qualify  for  pooling.  Under  the  pres¬ 
ent  order,  any  handler  or  group  of  han¬ 
dlers  can  restrict,  to  a  certain  extent, 
shipments  from  one  plant  as  needed  to 
ease  the  qualification  of  a  second  supply 
plant. 

The  principle  of  combining  plants  for 
maintaining  pool  qualification  should 
cover  only  plants  from  which  a  par¬ 
ticular  handler  is  responsible  for  mar¬ 
keting  milk.  While  such  system  method 
of  qualifying  country  plants  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  economic  handling  of  present 
supplies  of  milk,  it  should  not  have  the 
effect  of  encouraging  handlers  to  add 
to  the  pool  milk  which  will  be  used 
mainly  for  manufacturing  purposes. 
There  was  no  showing  in  the  record  that 
a  system  basis  of  pooling  a  wider  ap¬ 
plication  is  necessary  to  insure  adequate 
milk  supplies. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  the  han¬ 
dling  economies  intended  to  be  obtained 
by  unit  pooling  relate  specifically  to 
plant  performance  in  the  Connecticut 
market.  A  plant  that  is  included  in  a 
unit  system,  and  does  not  individually 
meet  the  pool  plant  performance  require¬ 
ments  of  the  order,  may  not  at  the  same 
time  qualify  for  regulation  under  another 
Federal  order  and  remain  part  of  a  unit 
system  in  this  market. 

In  the  event  that  the.  system  does  not 
meet  the  delivery  performance  standard 
required,  the  individual  plants  may  re¬ 
gain  pool  plant  status  on  the  basis  of 
shipments  as  presently  provided  in  the 
order.  They  shall  not,  however,  regain 
pool  status  as  part  of  a  system  until  the 


next  following  August  through  Novem¬ 
ber  period. 

It  is  concluded  that  a  system  basis 
of  pooling  for  two-plant  combinations 
will  facilitate  orderly  marketing  and 
should  be  adopted. 

(8)  The  reports  section  of  the  order 
should  not  be  amended  with  respect  to 
reports  concerning  dumped  milk. 

A  handler  proposed  that  the  order  pro¬ 
visions  be  amended  to  permit  handlers 
to  maintain  only  those  monthly  sum¬ 
mary  records  with  respect  to  skim  milk 
and  certain  other  fluid  items  dumped, 
which  would  indicate  the  quantities  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  contained  in 
such  milk  and  claimed  for  Class  II  clas¬ 
sification.  The  significant  question 
raised  by  the  proposal  is  whether  the 
current  order  provisions  are  creating  an 
unjustifiable  hardship  on  handlers  sub¬ 
mitting  the  reports  required. 

Ordinarily  dumped  milk  is  that  minor 
portion  of  a  handler’s  receipts  which  he 
cannot  process  with  his  own  facilities,  is 
not  sufficient  in  volume  to  be  transported 
economically  to  another  location  for 
processing  and  therefore  is  disposed  of 
by  dumping  Current  order  provisions 
require  a  report  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  within  48  hours  after  certain  fluid 
milk  products  are  dumped,  if  Class  II 
utilization  is  claimed,  and  the  market 
administrator  or  his  representative  has 
not  witnessed  the  dumping.  This  is  in 
addition  to  advance  notice,  if  requested 
by  the  market  administrator,  of  any  such 
disposition  contemplated.  The  propo¬ 
nent  handler  contended  that  such  re¬ 
porting  requirement  is  an  unnecessary 
burden  that  does  not  necessarily  contrib- . 
ute  to  an  accurate  accounting  of  the 
items  disposed  of  in  this  manner. 

The  requirement  that  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  be  advised  in  advance,  when 
dumping  is  contemplated,  is  one  of  the 
necessary  provisions.  If  the  dumping 
cannot,  for  some  reason,  be  actually  wit¬ 
nessed  by  the  market  administrator  or 
his  agent,  a  report  is  required  within  48 
hours  following  each  dumping.  This 
procedure  assists  in  preventing  manipu¬ 
lation  of  reports  at  the  end  of  an  ac¬ 
counting  period  when  a  handler  could, 
if  he  chose  to  do  so,  estimate  excess 
shrink  otherwise  allocable  to  Class  I 
and  claim  some  or  all  of  it  as  dumped 
milk  in  Class  II. 

Proponent  testified  that  dumped  milk 
originates  primarily  as  the  result  of  route 
returns.  For  the  most  part,  these 
amounts  are  quite  small  in  his  opera¬ 
tions.  In  many  instances,  the  butterfat 
is  recovered,  or  the  products  re-used. 
Dumping  is  limited  to  instances  when 
this  is  not  possible.  The  amounts  in¬ 
volved  in  the  dumping  operations  have 
been  so  minor  that  the  handler’s  allow¬ 
able  shrinkage  in  Class  II  has  been  suf¬ 
ficient  in  most  months  to  absorb  the 
necessary  dumpage,  thus  assuring  a  Class 
n  classification. 

Proponent  testified  that  the  handler 
must  submit  a  report  within  48  hours  of 
all  dumping.  This  is  an  incorrect  view. 
The  report  is  prescribed  if  the  handler 
wishes  to  assure  himself  of  Class  II  uti¬ 
lization  pursuant  to  §101 9.2 1(b)(3). 

The  proposal  was  supported  only  by 
the  proponent  handler.  No  additional 


supporting  testimony  was  given  by  other 
handlers  although  during  the  past  year 
as  many  as  55  regulated  handlers  in  the 
market  filed  dumpage  reports. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  reporting  pro¬ 
visions  do  not  create  an  unjustifiable 
burden  on  handlers,  and  should  not  be 
amended. 

(9)  The  23-cent  nearby  farm  location 
differential  area  should  be  extended  to 
include  that  portion  of  Berkshire  County, 
Massachusetts  north  of  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  Turnpike. 

The  present  provisions  of  the  order 
provide  for  the  deduction  from  the  pool 
of  sufficient  funds  to  return  to  producers 
in  specified  nearby  areas  46  and  23  cents, 
respectively,  in  excess  of  the  basic  uni¬ 
form  price.  The  present  46-cent  nearby 
location  differential  area  includes  the 
States  of  Connecticut  and  Rhode  Island, 
that  portion  of  New  York  State  lying  east 
of  the  Hudson  River  and  south  of  the 
Berkshire  Section  of  the  New  York  State 
Thruway.  and  that  portion  of  Massachu¬ 
setts  (including  part  of  Berkshire 
County)  lying  south  of  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  Turnpike.  The  present  23-cent 
nearby  location  differential  area  includes 
that  portion  of  New  York  State  east  of 
the  Hudson  River,  north  of  the  Berkshire 
Section  of  the  New  York  Thruway  and 
south  of  the  northern  boundaries  of 
North  Greenbush,  Sand  Lake  and 
Stephentown  Townships  in  Rensselaer 
County,  New  York.  * 

The  proposal  to  include  the  northern 
portion  of  Berkshire  County,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  in  the  23-cent  differential  area 
was  supported  by  certain  milk  producers 
whose  farms  are  located  in  such  area. 
These  producers  were  not  supplying  the 
Connecticut  market  at  the  time  of  the 
hearing  on  which  the  present  nearby 
farm  location  differentials  areas  were 
defined.  Therefore,  the  northern  portion 
of  Berkshire  County  was  not  given  con¬ 
sideration  for  inclusion  in  the  nearby 
farm  location  differential  area  at  that 
time. 

The  portion  of  Berkshire  County  not 
now  included  in  the  nearby  farm  loca¬ 
tion  differential  area  is  contiguous  to 
that  portion  of  Rensselaer  County,  New 
York,  where  producers  currently  receive 
a  nearby  location  differential.  Berk¬ 
shire  County  producers  for  the  Con¬ 
necticut  market  are  generally  located 
closer  to  the  market  than  other  producers 
located  in  Rensselaer  County.  Milk 
from  producers’  farms  in  the  northern 
part  of  Berkshire  County  is  delivered 
to  a  city  plant  at  Hartford,  Connecticut 
in  tank  trucks  that  first  pick  up  milk 
from  farms  in  the  23-cent  differential 
area  in  Rensselaer  County. 

The  only  testimony  presented  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  this  proposal  contended  that 
such  an  extension  of  the  nearby  farm 
location  differential  area  would  disrupt 
the  normal  supplies  associated  with  local, 
unregulated  fluid  markets  in  Berkshire 
County.  These  markets  also  provide 
outlets  for  farms  located  in  the  area 
herein  proposed  for  the  Connecticut 
nearby  farm  location  differential. 

The  hearing  evidence  does  not  sub¬ 
stantiate  this  contention,  however.  The 
weighted  average  (blended)  price  for 
milk  of  3.7  percent  butterfat  to  dairy 
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farmers  located  in  Berkshire  County  and 
supplying  local  fluid  outlets  was  $6.12  per 
hundredweight  for  the  24 -month  period 
ending  March  1961.  The  uniform  prices 
payable  to  Connecticut  producers  in  the 
23 -cent  nearby  farm  location  differential 
for  this  same  period  averaged  $5.59  per 
hundredweight  (including  the  23-cent 
nearby  differential)  for  milk  of  3.7  per¬ 
cent  butterf  at  content. 

Extension  of  the  23-cent  nearby  farm 
location  differential  to  milk  received 
from  producers  in  that  portion  of  Berk¬ 
shire  County  north  of  the  Massachusetts 
Turnpike  will  reduce  somewhat  the 
differences  existing  in  Berkshire  County 
between  Connecticut  order  blended 
prices  and  blended  prices  to  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  supplying  the  local  unregulated  fluid 
markets,  thus  aiding  in  the  maintenance 
of  orderly  marketing  conditions.  This 
change  should  not  interfere,  however, 
with  the  ability  of  local  markets  to 
obtain  needed  supplies  since  Connecti¬ 
cut  market  prices  in  this  area  will  still 
be  somwhat  below  local  market  prices 
as  established  by  State  regulation. 

(10)  A  clarifying  change  should  be 
made  in  the  transfer  provisions  to  make 
them  conform  more  closely  with  related 
provisions  in  the  accounting  and  alloca¬ 
tion  sections  of  the  order.  The  transfer 
provisions  establish  rules  to  determine 
the  classification  of  fluid  milk  products 
transferred  in  bulk  between  pool  plants. 
Such  transfers  ar«  currently  classified 
as  Class  I  unless  a  Class  II  classification 
is  requested  jointly  by  the  plants  involved 
in  the  transfer.  It  can  develop,  how¬ 
ever,  that  such  classification  may  be 
impeded  as  a  result  of  first  allocating 
exempt  milk,  receipts  of  packaged  milk 
from  other  Federal  orders  and  other 
source  milk.  The  order  should  provide 
that  Class  n  classification  shall  not 
exceed  the  remaining  use  in  such  class 
available  at  the  transferee  plant  after 
the  allocation  of  bulk  milk  from  other 
Federal  orders. 

Several  other  changes  should  be  made 
in  the  order  concerning  word  substitu¬ 
tions  and  punctuation  as  indicated  in  the 
hearing  notice. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent 
that  the  suggested  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  filed  by  interested  parties  are 
inconsistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests 
to  make  such  findings  or  reach  such 
conclusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons 
previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 


(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act. 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  exceptions.  In  arriving  at 
the  findings  and  conclusions,  and  the 
regulatory  provisions  of  this  decision, 
each  of  the  exceptions  received  was  care¬ 
fully  and  fully  considered  in  conjunction 
with  the  record  evidence  pertaining 
thereto.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof 
are  two  documents  entitled  respectively, 
“Marketing  Agreement  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Connecticut 
Marketing  Area”,  and  “Order  Amending 
the  Order  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Connecticut  Marketing  Area”, 
which  have  been  decided  upon  as  the 
detailed  and  appropriate  means  of  effec¬ 
tuating  the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision. 

Referendum  order;  determination  of 
representative  period ;  and  designation  of 
referendum  agent.  It  is  hereby  directed 
that  a  referendum  be  conducted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  issuance  of  the 
attached  order  amending  the  order  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Con¬ 
necticut  marketing  area,  is  approved  or 
favored  by  the  producers,  as  defined 
under  the  terms  of  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  and  who,  dur¬ 
ing  the  representative  period,  were  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale 
within  the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

The  month  of  October  1961  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  the  representative  peri¬ 
od  for  the  conduct  of  such  referendum. 

Mr.  D.  O.  Hammerberg  is  hereby  des¬ 
ignated  agent  of  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
duct  such  referendum  in  accordance 
with  the  procedure  for  the  conduct  of 
referenda  to  determine  producer  ap¬ 


proval  of  milk  marketing  orders  (15  F.R. 
5177),  such  referendum  to  be  completed 
on  or  before  the  30th  day  from  the  date 
this  decision  is  issued. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  15,  1961. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

Order 1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Connecti¬ 
cut  Marketing  Area 

§  1019.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Connecticut  marketing  area. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced 
at  such  hearing  and  the  record  thereof, 
it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity 
specified  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is 
therefore  ordered.  That  on  and  after 
the  effective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Connecticut  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  aforesaid  order,  as  hereby  amended, 
and  the  aforesaid  order  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows : 

1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 
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1.  Delete  §  1019.2(e)  and  substitute 
the  following: 

(e)  “Producer”  means  any  dairy 
farmer  (except  a  producer-handler  un¬ 
der  any  Federal  order,  a  dairy  farmer 
with  respect  to  exempt  milk  delivered, 
or  a  dairy  farmer  who  is  a  producer 
under  another  Federal  order)  who  pro¬ 
duces  milk  which  is  received  during  the 
month  at  a  pool  plant,  or  is  diverted  by 
a  pool  handler  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant  in  accordance  with  sub- 
paragraph  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  if  such  pool  handler,  in  filing  the 
report  required  pursuant  to  §  1019.30, 
reports  such  milk  as  received  from  a 
producer  at  such  pool  plant:  Provided, 
That  any  dairy  farmer  whose  milk  is 
diverted  during  any  month  of  July 
through  March,  inclusive,  on  more  than 
the  number  of  days  specified  shall  not 
be  considered  to  qualify  under  this  para¬ 
graph  with  respect  to  any  of  his  deliveries 
of  milk  during  such  month. 

( 1 )  To  a  nonpool  plant  (except  a  plant 
of  a  producer-handler)  during  any 
month  of  July  through  September  on  not 
more  than  10  days  (5  days  in  the  case 
of  every-other-day  delivery)  during  such 
month:  Provided,  That  the  dairy  farmer 
producing  such  milk  delivered  milk  to  a 
pool  plant  earlier  in  such  month,  or 
held  producer  status  during  the  immedi¬ 
ately  preceding  month. 

(2)  To  a  nonpool  plant  (except  a 
plant  of  a  producer-handler)  during  any 
month  of  October  through  March  on  not 
more  than  12  days  (6  in  the  case  of  every- 
other-day  delivery)  during  such  month: 
Provided,  That  the  dairy  farmer  pro¬ 
ducing  such  milk  delivered  milk  to  a  pool 
plant  earlier  in  such  month,  or  held 
producer  status  during  the  immediately 
preceding  month. 

(3 )  To  a  nonpool  plant  (except  a  plant 
of  a  producer -handler)  during  any 
month  of  April  through  June  if  the 
dairy  farmer  producing  such  milk  held 
producer  status  throughout  the  two 
months  immediately  preceding  such 
month  and  delivered  all  his  pool  milk  to 
a  pool  plant (s)  in  the  same  zone  location 
as  the  plant  from  which  diversion  is 
claimed:  Provided,  That  this  require¬ 
ment,  or  the  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  provisos  of  subparagraphs  (1)  and 
(2)  of  this  paragraph,  shall  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  in  the  case  of  a  dairy  farmer  whose 
milk  is  moved  from  the  farm  in  a  tank 
truck  in  which  it  is  commingled  with 
milk  from  other  producers,  the  majority 
of  which  meet  such  requirement. 

2.  Delete  the  periods  at  the  end  of 
§  1019.2  (g)  and  (h) ,  insert  commas,  and 
add  the  following  to  each  such  para¬ 
graph;  “or  with  respect  to  the  milk  of 
any  producer  lost  or  destroyed  by  such 
association  under  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  1019.4(f)”. 

3.  In  §  1019.2 (i)  insert  the  word 
“transferred”  after  the  word  “products” 
where  it  appears  for  the  second  time  be¬ 
fore  the  first  proviso. 

4.  Add  prior  to  the  second  proviso  in 
1 1019.2 (i),  the  following:  “ Provided 
further.  That  any  fluid  milk  product 
which  such  person,  his  agent,  partner  or 
other  associate  acquired  or  purchased 
from  a  nonpool  source,  which  was  not 
physically  received  at  his  plant,  and 
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which  such  person  distributed  to  or 
caused  to  be  delivered  at  retail  or  whole¬ 
sale  outlets,  including  vending  machines, 
in  any  Federal  milk  order  marketing 
area,  shall  be  included  in  such  person’s 
nonpool  source  of  supply  of  milk 
products:” 

5.  Add  a  new  §  1019.3(c)  (2)  (v)  as 
follows: 

(v)  Any  two  receiving  plants  each  of 
which  meets  the  pooling  requirements  of 
this  subparagraph  for  at  least  one  of  the 
months  of  July  through  November,  and 
which  are  operated  by  the  same  han¬ 
dler,  or  for  which  one  handler  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  movement  of  milk  to  pool 
plants  described  in  subparagraph  (1)  of 
this  paragraph,  to  a  producer-handler  or 
to  a  regulated  plant  other  than  a  pool 
plant,  may,  during  the  remaining  months 
of  August  through  November,  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  unit  for  the  single  purpose 
of  having  shipments  therefrom  to  plants 
described  in  such  subparagraph  (1),  of 
this  paragraph,  to  a  producer-handler  or 
to  a  regulated  plant  other  than  a  pool 
plant  combined  for  determining  pool 
plant  status  pursuant  to  this  subpara¬ 
graph:  Provided,  That  the  operator  of 
such  plants  submits  written  notice  to 
the  market  administrator  on  or  before 
the  15th  day  of  the  month  for  which 
such  status  is  first  intended  to  apply 
specifying  the  plants  to  be  considered  as 
a  unit  and  the  period  during  which  such 
consideration  should  apply.  A  receiving 
plant  that  is  a  pool  plant  as  part  of  a 
unit  pursuant  to  this  subparagraph  may 
be  a  nonpool  plant  if  the  operator  of 
such  plant  submits  a  written  request  to 
the  market  administrator  to  withdraw 
such  plant  from  pool  plant  status,  and 
shall  be  a  nonpool  plant  if  fully  regulated 
under  another  Federal  order  pursuant 
to  §  1019.47.  Such  request  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the 
month  to  which  such  nonpool  status  is  to 
apply.  Such  nonpool  status  shall  be 
effective  until  the  receiving  plant  re¬ 
qualifies  as  a  pool  plant  on  the  basis  of 
shipments  as  provided  in  this  section. 
Such  plant  shall  not  be  included  in  a 
unit  prior  to  the  next  following  August: 
And  provided  also.  That  if  such  combined 
shipments  of  the  unit  are  less  than  would 
be  required  to  qualify  each  of  the  plants 
separately  under  this  subparagraph,  the 
individual  plants  may  regain  pool  plant 
status  on  the  basis  of  shipments  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  section,  but  shall  not  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  a  unit  prior  to  the  next  fol¬ 
lowing  August. 

6.  Delete  §  1019.4(e)  and  substitute: 

(e)  “Fluid  milk  product”  means  milk, 
skim  milk,  flavored  milk  or  flavored  skim 
milk  (including  that  marketed  as  a 
liquid  dietary  weight  control  product), 
cultured  skim  milk,  buttermilk,  concen¬ 
trated  milk  in  fluid  form,  and  any  mix¬ 
ture  in  fluid  form  of  milk,  skim  milk  and 
cream  containing  less  than  12  percent 
of  butterfat  (except  eggnog,  yogurt,  ice 
cream  mix,  ice  milk  mix,  milk  shake  base 
mix,  evaporated  or  condensed  milk  or 
skim  milk  (plain  or  sweetened),  and 
sterilized  products  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers) . 

7.  Delete  1019.4(f)  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 


(f)  “Producer  milk”  means  only  that 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  contained  in 
milk  which  during  the  month  was  (1) 
received  at  a  pool  plant  directly  from 
producers,  or  (2)  diverted  from  a  pool 
plant  in  accordance  with  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  §  1019.2(e):  Provided,  That 
milk  which  is  moved  from  the  farm  in 
a  tank  truck  and  which  is  subsequently 
received  at  a  pool  plant  or  diverted  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  §  1019.2(e)  shall  be  considered  as  hav¬ 
ing  been  received  as  of  the  date  the 
milk  was  taken  into  the  truck:  And 
provided  further.  That  in  instances 
where  it  can  be  established,  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  market  administrator, 
that  milk  was  transferred  by  a  handler 
(including  a  cooperative  association)  or 
his  agent  from  the  producer’s  farm  tank 
into  a  tank  truck  during  the  month,  and 
such  milk  was  not  delivered  to  any  plant 
because  of  loss  or  destruction  by  acci¬ 
dent  or  faulty  equipment  enroute  to  the 
plant,  such  milk  shall  be  accounted  for 
(i)  as  a  receipt  of  producer  milk  at  the 
pool  plant  of  the  handler  where  milk 
from  the  same  farm  was  received  as 
producer  milk  during  the  month  when¬ 
ever  the  milk  was  transferred  from  the 
producer’s  farm  tank  by  that  handler  or 
his  agent,  or  (ii)  as  a  receipt  of  producer 
milk  by  the  cooperative  association  of 
producers  (at  the  same  plant  zone  loca¬ 
tion  as  the  pool  plant  at  which  milk 
from  the  same  farm  was  received  as 
producer  milk  during  the  month)  when¬ 
ever  the  milk  was  transferred  from  the 
producer’s  farm  tank  by  the  cooperative 
association  of  producers. 

8.  Delete  §  1019.4(h)  (1)  and  substi¬ 
tute  the  following: 

(1)  receipts  (including  any  Class  II 
milk  product  produced  in  the  handler’s 
plant  during  a  prior  month),  in  a  form 
other  than  fluid  milk  products,  which 
are  reprocessed,  converted  or  combined 
into  another  product  during  the  month, 
including  any  disappearances  of  nonfat 
milk  products  not  otherwise  accounted 
for,  and 

9.  Delete  §  1019.22(a)  (2)  and  substi¬ 
tute  the  following: 

(2)  As  Class  I  milk  if  transferred  in 
bulk  from  a  pool  plant  to  another  pool 
plant  and  a  Class  II  use  is  not  indicated 
in  writing  to  the  market  administrator 
by  the  operators  of  both  plants  on  or 
before  the  10th  day  after  the  end  of 
the  month  within  which  such  transfer 
was  made :  Provided,  That  the  skim  milk 
or  butterfat  classified  in  either  class 
shall  not  exceed  the  remainder  of  use  in 
such  class  at  the  plant  of  the  transferee- 
handler  after  the  subtraction  of  other 
source  milk  pursuant  to  §  1019.24(b)  (8), 
and  the  comparable  steps  in  §  1019.24 
(c) :  And  provided  also,  That  in  the  case 
of  transfers  from  a  plant  subject  to  a 
zone  price  differential,  the  quantity 
classified  as  Class  n  milk  shall  be  the 
quantity  on  which  the  Class  II  zone  price 
differential  is  applicable  pursuant  to 
§  1019.42(b). 

10.  Delete  the  proviso  in  §  1019.24(a) 
and  substitute  the  following:  “ Provided , 
That  when  nonfat  milk  solids  derived 
from  nonfat  dry  milk,  condensed  skim 
milk  or  any  other  product  condensed 
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from  milk  or  skim  milk  are  utilized  or 
unaccounted  for  by  the  handler,  the 
total  pounds  of  skim  milk  computed  shall 
reflect  a  volume  equivalent  to  the  skim 
milk  used  to  produce  such  nonfat  milk 
solids,  except  that  for  dietary  weight 
control  products  and  milk,  skim  milk 
and  buttermilk  fortified,  the  actual 
weight  of  any  such  products  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  computing  the  total  product 
weight;  and” 

11.  Delete  5  1019.24(b)  (1)  through 
(15)  and  substitute  the  following: 

( 1 )  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  Class  I  milk,  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  received  during  the  month  as 
exempt  milk. 

(2)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  Class  I  milk,  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  received  during  the 
month  in  packaged  fluid  milk  products 
from  fully  regulated  plants  under  the 
provisions  of  another  Federal  order. 

(3)  Subtract  from  the  total  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  Class  II  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  shrinkage  allocated  pursu¬ 
ant  to  5  1019.21(b)  (5). 

(4)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class,  be¬ 
ginning  with  Class  II  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  received  during  the  month 
in  other  source  milk  in  a  form  other 
than  fluid  milk  products. 

(5)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class,  be¬ 
ginning  with  Class  II  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  other  source  milk  in  the 
form  of  fluid  milk  products  received  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  from  other  than  fully 
regulated  plants  under  the  provisions  of 
another  Federal  order. 

(6)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  Class  II  milk,  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  inventory  of  fluid 
milk  products  on  hand  at  the  end  of 
the  month. 

(7)  During  the  months  of  July 
through  November,  subtract  from  the 
remaining  pounds  of  skim  milk  in  Class 
II  milk,  a  quantity  equal  to  such  re¬ 
mainder  or  15  percent  of  the  pounds  of 
skim  milk  in  receipts  of  producer  milk, 
whichever  is  less. 

(8)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  Class  II  milk,  a 
quantity  equal  to  such  remainder  or  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  bulk  fluid  milk 
products  received  during  the  month 
from  fully  regulated  plants  under  the 
provisions  of  another  Federal  order, 
whichever  is  less. 

(9)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class,  re¬ 
spectively,  the  skim  milk  received  from 
other  pool  plants  and  assigned  to  such 
class. 

(10)  Add  to  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
remaining  in  Class  II  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  subtracted  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (7)  of  this  paragraph. 

(11)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class,  be¬ 
ginning  with  Class  n  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  inventory  of  fluid  milk 
products  on  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the 
month. 


(12)  Add  to  the  remaining  pounds  of 
skim  milk  in  Class  II  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  subtracted  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (6)  of  this  paragraph. 

(13)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class  be¬ 
ginning  with  Class  I  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  bulk  fluid  milk  products 
received  during  the  month  from  fully 
regulated  plants  under  the  provisions  of 
another  Federal  order  and  not  assigned 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (8)  of  this 
paragraph. 

(14)  Add  to  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  Class  n  milk,  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  subtracted  pursuant  to  subpara¬ 
graph  (3)  of  this  paragraph. 

(15)  If  the  remaining  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  both  classes  exceed  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  the  producer  milk  of  such 
handler,  subtract  such  excess  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “overage”)  from  the 
remaining  pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each 
class  in  sequence  beginning  with  Class 
II  milk. 

12.  Amend  §  1019.33(a)  by  adding  a 
comma  between  the  words  “receipts” 
and  “movements.” 

13.  Delete  §  1019.42(b)  and  insert  the 
following: 

(b)  The  zone  price  differentials  for 
each  plant  shall  be  those  applicable  to 
its  zone  location  as  shown  in  the  table  at 
the  end  of  this  paragraph.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  applying  such  zone  price  differ¬ 
entials,  transfers  of  fluid  milk  products 
in  bulk  between  pool  plants  shall  be  first 
assigned  to  any  remainder  of  Class  n 
milk  in  the  transferee-plant  after  mak¬ 
ing  the  calculations  prescribed  in 
§  1019.24(b)  (8),  and  the  comparable 
step  in  (c) :  Provided,  That  where  the 
transferee  plant  is  not  subject  to  a  zone 
price  differential  such  remaining  Class 
n  milk  shall  be  reduced,  during  each 
of  the  months  of  December  through 
June,  by  an  amount  equal  to  five  percent 
of  Class  I  utilization  at  such  plant  or 
remaining  Class  II  use,  whichever  is  less, 
and  any  amount  so  subtracted  shall  be 
assigned  to  available  direct  receipts  of 
producer  milk  at  such  transferee-plant 
and  then  to  transferor  plants  in  sequence 
beginning  with  the  plants  nearest  to 
Hartford.  The  assignment  of  remaining 
Class  II  milk  to  transferor-plants  shall 
be  made  in  sequence  according  to  the 
zone  price  differential  applicable  at  each 
plant  beginning  with  the  plant  most  dis¬ 
tant  from  Hartford. 

14.  Delete  the  references  to  §§  1019.24 
(b)(9)  and  (b)  (11)  in  §  1019.50(d),  and 
substitute  the  following,  respectively: 
“§  1019.24(b)  (11)”  and  “§  1019.24(b) 
(13)”. 

15.  Amend  §  1019.51(a)  by  deleting 
the  word  “were”  and  substituting  “was”, 

16.  Delete  §  1019.63(b)  and  substitute: 

(b)  In  making  payments  to  produc¬ 
ers  for  milk  received  from  a  farm  located 
outside  the  area  described  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  but  within  that  por¬ 
tion  of  New  York  State  east  of  the  Hud¬ 
son  River  and  south  of  the  northern 
boundaries  of  North  Greenbush,  Sand 
Lake  and  Stephentown  townships  in 
Rensselaer  County,  and  that  portion  of 


Berkshire  County,  Massachusetts  north 
of  the  Massachusetts  Turnpike,  there 
shall  be  added  23  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight. 

17.  In  §  1019.3(c)  (2)  change  the  words 
“subdivision  (i)  through  (iv)”  to  “sub¬ 
division  (i)  through  (v)”. 

18.  In  §  1019.46(c)  change  the  numeral 
“(11)”  to “(13)”. 

19.  In  the  preamble  of  §  1019.30(a)  in¬ 
sert  the  following  immediately  after  the 
reference  to  “§  1019.2(e)”:  “or  lost  or 
destroyed  pursuant  to  §  1019.4(f),” 

20.  To  §  1019.30(a)  (1)  add  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(vi)  The  quantity  of  milk  that  was 
lost  or  destroyed  under  conditions  set 
forth  in  §  1019.4(f). 

21.  In  §  1019.40(b)  (3)  delete  the  table 
and  substitute  the  following: 


Month :  Amount 

January  and  February _ $0.  701 

March  and  April _  .751 

May  and  June _  .  7785 

July -  .  526 

August  and  September _  .  591 

October,  November,  and  December.  .  626 

22.  In  §  1019.40(c)  (2)  delete  the  table 
and  substitute  the  following: 

Month:  Amount 

January  _  +$0  094 

February _ +.094 

March  _  —.006 

April _  — .  056 

May -  —.081 

June _  — .  006 

July  -  +.344 

August -  +.344 

September _  +•  244 

October _  +•  219 

November _  +.219 

December _  +.  194 


[F.R.  Doc.  61-12049;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:49  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

"Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  586)  has  been  filed  by  the  American 
Cyanamid  Company,  Post  Office  Box  400, 
Princeton,  New  Jersey,  proposing  the 
issuance  of  a  regulation  to  establish  a 
tolerance  of  50  parts  per  million  (0.005 
percent)  for  residues  of  malathion  in 
dehydrated  citrus  pulp  for  cattle  feed 
when  present  therein  as  a  result  of  the 
application  of  the  pesticide  to  bagged 
citrus  pulp  during  storage. 

Dated:  December  14,  1961. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12035;  Filed,  Dec.  19.  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14  CFR  Part  376  1 

[Docket  No.  13279] 

HELICOPTER  OPERATORS  UNDER 
EXEMPTION  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Proposed  Amendment  of  Flight 
Pattern  Rules 

December  14,  1961. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  a  proposed  regulation  which  would 
amend  Part  376  of  the  Board’s  Special 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  376)  so  as  to 
expedite  the  procedures  incident  to  the 
amendment  of  flight  patterns  of  heli¬ 
copter  operators  under  exemption  au¬ 
thorizations. 

The  principal  features  of  the  proposed 
regulation  are  explained  below  in  the 
Explanatory  Statement  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  is  set  forth  below  in 
the  rule.  This  regulation  is  proposed 
under  authority  of  sections  204(a),  405, 
416,  1001,  and  1005  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  743,  771,  788, 
794;  49  U.S.C.  1324,  1386,  1481,  1485). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  ten  (10)  copies  of  written 
data,  views  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  the  Docket  Section, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington 
25,  D.C.  All  relevant  matter  in  commu¬ 
nications  received  on  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1962,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Board  before  taking  final  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  Copies  of  such  commu¬ 
nications  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  interested  persons  in  the  Docket 
Section  of  the  Board,  Room  711,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon  receipt 
thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  statement.  Part  376  of 
the  regulations  currently  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  a  certificated  heli¬ 
copter  operator  wishing  to  amend  its 
flight  pattern  relative  to  operations  con¬ 
ducted  under  exemption  authority  must 
file  an  appropriate  application  with  the 
Board;  that,  if  such  application  con¬ 
templates  suspension  of  property  and 
mail  services,  endorsement  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  is  necessary;  that  if 
such  application  contemplates  suspen¬ 
sion  of  passenger  services,  notice  and  a 
copy  of  the  amended  flight  pattern  must 
be  served  on  the  local  governments  where 
service  is  to  be  suspended;  that  such 
civic  interests  may  file  statements  of 
positions  with  the  Board;  and  that  op¬ 
erations  under  a  proposed  amended 
flight  pattern  with  reference  to  passenger 
service  shall  be  conducted  only  after  ex¬ 
press  approval  by  the  Board. 

This  part  has  been  effective  for  ap¬ 
proximately  a  year.1  In  the  light  of 
experience  the  Board  has  concluded  that 
it  should  be  amended  in  certain  respects 


1  Part  376  was  adopted  on  October  17,  1960, 
and  became  effective  on  December  3,  1960. 


to  expedite  proceedings  and  to  lighten 
the  burden  which  it  casts  upon  the  Board 
and  upon  the  helicopter  operators. 

Section  376.4  now  requires  that  an 
application  for  flight  pattern  amend¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  not  later  than  45 
days  prior  to  the  desired  effective  date, 
and  allows  civic  interests  to  file  state¬ 
ments  of  position  within  20  days  of  serv¬ 
ice  upon  them  of  the  application.  The 
Board  proposes  to  reduce  the  45 -day 
period  to  20  days  and  the  20 -day  period 
to  10  days.  Further,  in  the  absence  of 
inhibiting  action  by  the  Board  during 
the  20 -day  period,  proposed  flight  pat¬ 
tern  amendments  would  be  permitted  to 
become  operative  on  the  effective  date 
proposed  in  the  application,  whether  or 
not  they  include  the  carriage  of  passen¬ 
gers.  These  reduced  periods  appear  to 
be  long  enough  to  enable  affected  persons 
to  comment  to  the  Board  and  to  enable 
the  Board  to  take  such  action  as  it  might 
believe  necessary  with  respect  thereto. 
The  elimination  of  the  requirement  of 
express  Board  approval  in  the  case  of 
passenger  carriage  would  not  affect  the 
Board’s  function  hereunder. 

Section  376.5(e)  now  requires  that  if 
property  and  mail  service  is  involved, 
the  endorsement  of  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  shall  be  affixed  to  each  copy 
of  the  schedules  filed  with  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  flight  pattern  amendments. 
This  procedure  has  proved  cumbersome, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  a  priori 
approval  by  the  Post  Office  Department 
is  unnecessary.  The  same  result  can  be 
attained  by  providing  for  notice  to  the 
Post  Office  Department,  as  in  the  case 
of  local  governments,  with  the  same  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  filing  of  a  statement  of 
position.  The  proposed  regulation 
would  modify  §§  376.4  and  376.5  to  that 
effect. 

§  376.4  [Amendment] 

1.  Amend  §  376.4  as  follows; 

(a)  Amend  the  first  sentence  to  read; 
“Applications  for  flight  pattern  amend¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Docket 
Section  of  the  Board  not  later  than  20 
days  prior  to  the  desired  effective  date.” 

(b)  Interpolate  a  new  third  sentence 
to  read:  “If  the  flight  patterns  involve 
property  and  mail  carriage,  such  service 
shall  also  be  made  upon  the  Postmaster 
General,  marked  for  the  attention  of  the 
Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General.” 

(c)  Change  the  words  “within  20 
days”  in  the  third  sentence  (which  will 
become  the  fourth  sentence  by  this 
amendment)  to  read  “within  10  days.” 

(d)  Delete  the  last  sentence. 

§  376.5  [Amendment] 

2.  Amend  §  376.5(e)  by  the  deletion  of 
the  sentence  in  parentheses  following 
the  first  sentence. 

3.  Revise  §  376.10  to  read  as  follows: 

§  376.10  Operations  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
posed  amended  flight  patterns. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  376.11,  a  cer¬ 
tificated  helicopter  carrier  may  conduct 
operations  pursuant  to  an  amended 
flight  pattern  filed  with  the  Board  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Part  on  and  after  the  effective  date 
thereof  unless  and  until  such  proposed 
flight  pattern  is  suspended,  modified  or 


disapproved  by  the  Board.  When  a  pro¬ 
posed  amended  flight  pattern  becomes 
effective  without  Board  action,  the 
docket  relating  thereto  shall  be  deemed 
closed. 

4.  Revise  §  376.12  to  read  as  follows: 

§  376.12  Board  authority  over  flight 
patterns. 

The  Board  may  in  its  discretion  and 
without  hearing: 

(a)  Approve,  disapprove,  suspend  or 
modify  in  whole  or  in  part  any  flight  pat¬ 
tern  or  amendment  thereof  filed  with 
the  Board.  In  those  cases  where  all  per¬ 
sons  entitled  to  notice  file  waivers  and 
recommendations  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
viso  to  §  376.4,  the  Board  may  act  with¬ 
out  regard  to  any  time  limitations  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  376.4;  and 

(b)  Withdraw  in  whole  or  in  part,  or 
modify  previous  approval  of  any  flight 
pattern.  Provided,  however.  That  no 
current  flight  pattern  with  respect  to 
the  carriage  of  passengers  will  be  with¬ 
drawn  or  modified  on  the  Board’s  own 
initiative  until  the  carrier  and  the  per¬ 
sons  named  in  §  376.4  have  been  notified 
of  the  proposal  and  have  been  allowed 
10  days  within  which  to  file  with  the 
Board  and  serve  upon  the  carrier  state¬ 
ments  of  their  positions  concerning  such 
proposed  action. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12038;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

E  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14448  (RM-284);  FCC  61-1480] 

RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Proposed  Table  of  Assignments,  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Stations,  Fort 
Lauderdale  and  Miami,  Florida 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  rule  mak¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition,  filed  October  2, 
1961,  by  The  Board  of  Public  Instruction 
of  Dade  County,  Florida,  requesting  rule 
making  on  a  proposal  to  shift  Channel  17 
from  Fort  Lauderdale  to  Miami  and  to 
reserve  the  channel  for  noncommercial 
educational  use  at  Miami.  The  proposal 
would  amend  the  television  Table  of  As¬ 
signments  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

17— ,39 

39 

Miama,  Fla.. . 

*2. 4,6,7-, 

*2,4,6,7-, 

10+,  23— ,  33 

10+,*17-, 
23-,  33 

3.  Petitioner  holds  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  for  Station  WSEC-TV  on  Channel  17 
at  Fort  Lauderdale.1  Petitioner  is  also 


1  Station  WITV  formerly  operated  on 
Channel  17  at  Fort  Lauderdale  but  ceased  op¬ 
eration  in  May  of  1958.  The  application  of 
Gerico  Investment  Co.,  for  renewal  of  license 
for  Station  WITV  and  the  conflicting  appli- 
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the  licensee  of  Station  WTHS-TV,  an 
educational  station  which  operates  on 
the  Channel  2  educational  reservation 
at  Miami. 

4.  Petitioner  states  that  its  Miami 
educational  station  cannot  alone  fully 
satisfy  the  educational  television  needs 
of  the  Miami  area  for  both  in-school  and 
general  community  programming  and 
that  it  plans  to  establish  an  educational 
station  on  Channel  17  to  alleviate  this 
problem.  It  urges  that  the  channel  shift 
proposed  would  enable  it  to  use  Station 
WTHS-TV’s  main  studio  in  Miami  as  the 
main  studio  for  a  Channel  17  station  and 
would  place  it  in  a  better  position  to  offer 
adequate  in-school  and  general  com¬ 
munity  educational  programming  to 
Miami,  Fort  Lauderdale  and  surround¬ 
ing  areas. 

5.  Both  the  proposed  transmitter  site 
and  main  studio  of  petitioner’s  author¬ 
ized  Fort  Lauderdale  Channel  17  opera¬ 
tion  are  located  in  the  Miami  antenna 
farm  at  the  transmitter  site  of  its  Miami 
Channel  2  station.  No  change  in  trans¬ 
mitter  site  is  proposed.  Petitioner  would, 
however,  maintain  only  an  auxiliary 
studio  at  the  transmitter  site. 

6.  The  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
a  rule  making  proceeding  should  be  in¬ 
stituted  in  order  that  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  may  submit  their  views  and  relevant 
data  on  the  proposal  of  The  Board  of 
Public  Instruction  of  Dade  County, 
Florida. 

7.  If  the  Commission  decides  to  adopt 
the  rule  amendments  proposed  herein, 
we  will  take  such  further  action  as  may 
be  appropriate  with  respect  to  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  outstanding  authorization  for 
Channel  17  at  Fort  Lauderdale. 

8.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4 (i) ,  303,  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

9.  Pursuant  to  the  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  Section  1.213  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  interested  persons 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1962,  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  February  2, 1962.  All  submissions 
by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  by  per¬ 
sons  acting  in  behalf  of  such  parties 
must  be  made  in  written  comments,  re¬ 
ply  comments  or  other  appropriate 
pleadings. 

10.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and 
14  copies  of  all  written  comments  and 
statements  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission. 

Adopted:  December  13,  1961. 
Released:  December  15,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12043;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


cation  of  the  subject  petitioner  for  a  new 
station  on  Channel  17  were  considered  in  an 
adjudicatory  hearing  held  in  Dockets  14121- 
14122.  By  decision,  adopted  September  18, 
1961,  the  Commission  denied  the  application 
of  Gerico  for  renewal  of  license,  for  failure 
to  prosecute,  and  granted  the  application  of 
The  Board  of  Public  Instruction  of  Dade 
County  for  Channel  17. 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14447  (RM-221);  FCC  61-1478] 

STANDARD  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled 
matter. 

The  proposal.  2.  The  Commission  has 
before  it  the  petition  of  the  Association 
of  Federal  Communications  Consulting 
Engineers  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  Association)  filed  December  22,  1960, 
which  requests  the  institution  of  rule 
making  looking  toward  amendment  of 
§  3.188(d)  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission  to  increase  from  500 
to  1,000  watts  the  operating  power  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  used  by  standard  broad¬ 
cast  stations  employing  roof-top  an¬ 
tennas. 

3.  Section  3.188(d)  presently  reads 
in  full  as  follows: 

(d)  Particular  attention  must  be  given 
to  avoiding  cross-modulation.  In  this 
connection,  attention  is  invited  to  the 
fact  that  it  has  been  found  very  un¬ 
satisfactory  to  locate  broadcast  stations 
so  that  high  signal  intensities  occur 
in  areas  with  overhead  electric  power  or 
telephone  distribution  systems  and  sec¬ 
tions  where  the  wiring  and  plumbing 
are  old  or  improperly  installed.  These 
areas  are  usually  found  in  the  older 
or  poorer  sections  of  a  city.  These  con¬ 
ditions  give  rise  to  cross-modulation  in¬ 
terference  due  to  the  nonlinear  con¬ 
ductivity  characteristics  of  contacts 
between  wiring,  plumbing,  or  other  con¬ 
ductors.  This  type  of  interference  is 
independent  of  the  selectivity  character¬ 
istics  of  the  receiver  and  normally  can 
be  eliminated  only  by  correction  of  the 
condition  causing  the  interference. 
Cross-modulation  tends  to  increase  with 
frequency  and  in  some  areas  it  has  been 
found  impossible  to  eliminate  all  sources 
of  cross-modulation,  resulting  in  an  un¬ 
satisfactory  condition  for  both  licensee 
and  listeners.  The  Commission  will  not 
authorize,  (1)  new  stations,  (2)  in¬ 
creased  facilities  to  existing  stations,  or 
(3)  auxiliary  transmitters,  for  use  with 
other  than  the  authorized  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  of  the  main  transmitter,  located 
in  such  areas  or  utilizing  roof-top  an¬ 
tennas,  when  the  operating  power  would 
be  in  excess  of  500  watts. 

Reasons  supporting  the  proposal.  4. 
In  support  of  the  petition  the  Associa¬ 
tion  states  that  it  is  a  non-profit  pro¬ 
fessional  society  consisting  of  members 
specializing  in  the  practice  of  profes¬ 
sional  radio  engineering  before  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission.  It  is 
indicated  that  at  meetings  of  the  As¬ 
sociation  the  matter  of  increased  power 
for  stations  using  roof-top  antennas  was 
discussed  and  that  it  was  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  members  present  that  in¬ 
crease  to  1,000  watts  would  not  result  in 
significant  cross-modulation  problems. 

5.  In  addition,  the  Association  states 
that  a  questionnaire  was  mailed  to  its 
membership  asking  that  members  sub¬ 
mit  information  and  experience  con¬ 
cerning  external  cross-modulation,  and 
that  replies  thereto  were  received  from 


numerous  members,  all  of  whom  stated 
that  no  serious  cross-modulation  prob¬ 
lems  had  been  experienced  as  the  result 
of  stations  employing  roof-top  antennas. 
Copies  of  typical  replies  accompanied  the 
petition.  Some  of  these  replies  stated 
that  the  respondents  had  no  definite  ex¬ 
periences  with  cross-modulation  prob¬ 
lems  in  connection  with  roof-top 
antennas.  Others  set  forth  experiences 
encountered  in  connection  with  cross¬ 
modulation  problems  with  roof-top  an¬ 
tennas  which  indicated  that  such  anten¬ 
nas  had  not  created  cross-modulation 
problems.  Some  also  expressed  the 
opinion  that  increasing  the  permitted 
power  from  500  to  1,000  watts  would 
have  no  noticeable  effect  with  regard  to 
cross-modulation  problems. 

History  of  the  rule  which  it  is  pro - 
posed  to  revise.  6.  Present  §  3.188(d) 
derives  from  a  portion  of  Section  4  of 
the  Standards  of  Good  Engineering 
Practice  Concerning  Standard  Broadcast 
Stations  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Standards) .  This  portion  of  the  Stand¬ 
ards  (as  of  approximately  7  years  ago) 
was  identical  in  wording  with  the 
present  §  3.188(d)  with  one  exception, 
namely:  The  last  sentence  of  the  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Standards  referred  to  read  as 
follows:  “Broadcast  station  transmit¬ 
ters  will  not  be  permitted  to  be  located 
in  these  areas  even  though  the  popula¬ 
tion  is  within  the  requirements  of  Table 
A,  unless  the  licensee  assumes  full  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  and  it  appears  it  can  ad¬ 
just  all  complaints  satisfactorily.” 1 

In  contrast  with  this,  the  last  sentence 
of  present  §  3.188(d)  reads:  “The  Com¬ 
mission  will  not  authorize,  (1)  new  sta¬ 
tions,  (2)  increased  facilities  to  existing 
stations,  or  (3)  auxiliary  transmitters, 
for  use  with  other  than  the  authorized 
antenna  system  of  the  main  transmitter, 
located  in  such  areas  or  utilizing  roof¬ 
top  antennas,  when  the  operating  power 
would  be  in  excess  of  500  watts.” 

7.  By  Report  and  Order  adopted  De¬ 
cember  2,  1953  (FCC  53-1595),  the  sen¬ 
tence  from  the  Standards  quoted  in 
paragraph  6  above  was  deleted  and  re¬ 
placed  by  a  sentence  identical  with  the 
last  sentence  of  present  §  3.188(d).  The 
pertinent  portion  of  the  Standards  thus 
amended  ultimately  became  the  present 
§  3.188(d)  .* 

8.  In  our  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  (FCC  53-876)  adopted  on  July  15, 
1953,  that  culminated  in  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  Report  and  Order  (FCC  53-1595) , 
we  stated  in  paragraph  10  that  “The 
Standards  discourage  locating  broadcast 
stations  so  that  high  signal  intensities 
occur  in  areas  with  overhead  electric 
power  or  telephone  distribution  systems 
and  sections  where  the  wiring  and 
plumbing  are  old  or  improperly  installed. 
It  is  pointed  out  in  the  Standards  that 
these  conditions  result  in  cross  modula- 


1  “Table  A”  referred  to  was  a  table  in  the 
Standards  which  was  offered  as  a  general 
guide  to.  be  used  in  determining  the  approxi¬ 
mate  site  of  broadcast  transmitters. 

2  By  Report  and  Order  adopted  November 
3,  1955  (FCC  55-1097),  and  effective  January 
2,  1956,  Section  4  of  the  Standards  was 
codified  and  redesignated  as  §  3.188  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commission 
which  appeared  in  Title  47  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 
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tion  interference.  The  Standards  pres¬ 
ently  provide  that  broadcast  station 
transmitters  will  not  be  permitted  to 
be  located  in  these  areas  unless  the  li¬ 
censee  assumes  full  responsibility  for  ad¬ 
justing  complaints  and  it  appears  it  can 
adjust  all  complaints  satisfactorily.  In 
the  light  of  our  experience  we  have  con-, 
eluded  that  the  foregoing  criterion  is  in¬ 
adequate  to  limit  the  location  of  broad¬ 
cast  station  transmitters  so  as  to  prevent 
cross  modulation  interference.  *  *  * 
Accordingly,  we  propose  to  amend  the 
Standards  to  state  that  future  author¬ 
izations  will  not  be  made  to  stations  of 
more  than  500  watts  operating  power 
which  propose  to  use  roof-top  antennas 
or  which  are  to  be  located  in  areas  con¬ 
ductive  to  cross  modulation.” 

Experience  of  the  FCC  under  the  pres¬ 
ent  rule.  9.  The  criterion  of  500  watts 
has  proved  to  be  a  satisfactory  one  for 
controlling  the  cross-modulation  prob¬ 
lem.  But  other  considerations  also  per¬ 
tain:  Since  July  7, 1958,  the  effective  date 
of  the  Report  and  Order  i.i  Docket  No. 
12064  (FCC  58-513)  which  amended 
Part  3  of  the  rules  to  authorize  daytime 
power  of  1  Kilowatt  for  Class  IV  stations, 
numerous  waivers  of  §  3.188(d)  have 
been  granted  for  Class  IV  stations  with 
roof-top  antennas  permitting  them  to 
increase  power  to  1  kilowatt.  Such 
waivers  have  not  been  granted  unless  a 
record  of  no  cross-modulation  problems 
existed  for  the  station  at  the  lower  power. 
Under  this  policy  of  granting  waivers, 
the  Commission  is  not  cognizant  of  any 
substantial  increase  in  cross-modulation 
problems  caused  by  increases  in  power. 

Experience  of  FCC  leads  to  proposed 
rule  making  differing  from  that  sug¬ 
gested  by  petitioner.  10.  The  experience 
of  the  Commission  with  regard  to  waivers 
of  the  rule  as  indicated  in  paragraph  9 
above  leads  us  to  the  conclusion  that  an 
increase  in  power  from  500  to  1,000  watts 
for  roof-top  antennas  might  be  desirable 
in  appropriate  cases  in  view  of  the  in¬ 
creased  service  resulting  therefrom. 
However,  we  still  find  the  reasoning 


which  led  to  the  original  establishing  of 
the  500  watt  limit  (quoted  partially 
above  in  paragraph  8)  to  be  compelling, 
and  we  feel  it  desirable  to  provide  for 
adjustments  of  any  cross-modulation 
problems  caused  by  operation  at  an  in¬ 
creased  power.  For  this  reason,  rather 
than  grant  the  petition  for  rule  making 
submitted  by  petitioner  herein,  we  invite 
comments  upon  a  proposed  amendment 
to  section  3.188(d)  which  will  allow 
power  of  1  kilowatt  while  at  the  same 
time  providing  the  safeguard  of  prior 
operation  at  a  lower  power  with  a  his¬ 
tory  of  few  or  no  cross-modulation  prob¬ 
lems,  and  which  provides  for  adjustment 
of  any  complaints  which  might  be  caused 
by  operation  at  a  higher  power.  This 
amendment  appears  in  paragraph  12 
below. 

11.  The  experience  of  the  Commission 
in  the  use  of  §  3.188(d)  has  also  revealed 
that  the  rule  does  not  prevent  the  re¬ 
moval  of  a  non-roof -top  antenna  of  an 
operating  station  with  more  than  500 
watts  power  in  an  area  of  the  type  under 
consideration  to  a  roof-top  in  the  same 
area.  The  proposed  amendment  is  also 
designed  to  prevent  this  and  similar 
situations. 

12.  In  accordance  with  the  foregoing, 
comments  and  reply  comments  are  in¬ 
vited  on  the  following  proposal  to  amend 
§  3.188(d)  of  the  rules  by  deleting  the 
last  sentence  thereof  and  substituting 
therefor  the  following:  “The  Commis¬ 
sion  will  not  authorize,  (1)  new  stations, 
(2)  increased  facilities  to  existing  sta¬ 
tions,  or  (3)  auxiliary  transmitters,  for 
use  with  other  than  the  authorized  an¬ 
tenna  system  of  the  main  transmitter, 
located  in  such  areas  or  utilizing  roof¬ 
top  antennas,  when  the  operating  power 
would  be  in  excess  of  500  watts:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  after  one  year  of 
operation  of  facilities  located  in  such 
an  area  or  utilizing  roof-top  antennas 
at  a  power  less  than  1,000  watts,  the 
Commission  may  authorize  their  oper¬ 
ation  with  a  power  not  in  excess  of  1,000 
watts  if  there  is  no  history  of  serious 
problems  of  cross-modulation  at  a  lesser 


power:  Provided,  further.  That  the  li¬ 
censee  shall  be  responsible  for  the  sat¬ 
isfactory  adjustment  of  all  reasonable 
complaints  of  cross-modulation  inter¬ 
ference  at  the  increased  power:  Provided, 
further,  That  holders  of  construction 
permits  or  licenses  for  stations  with 
power  in  excess  of  500  watts  will  not  be 
authorized  to  change  location  of  facili¬ 
ties  while  retaining  operating  power  of 
over  500  watts  if  the  change  will  result 
in  locating  the  facilities  in  such  an  area 
or  in  utilizing  a  roof-top  antenna;  this 
shall  apply  regardless  of  whether  the 
existing  facilities  are  located  within  or 
without  such  an  area  and  regardless  of 
whether  they  are  presently  using  or  not 
using  roof-top  antennas.” 

Filing  of  comments  and  authority  for 
this  action.  13.  Authority  for  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  amendment  proposed  herein 
is  contained  in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j), 
303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

14.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  January  22,  1962, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1962.  In  reaching  its  decision 
on  the  rules  and  standards  of  general 
applicability  which  are  proposed  herein, 
the  Commission  will  not  be  limited  to 
consideration  of  comments  on  record, 
but  will  take  into  account  all  relevant 
information  obtained  in  any  manner 
from  informed  sources. 

15.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and 
statements  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission. 

Adopted:  December  13, 1961. 

Released:  December  15, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12042;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
PUERTO  RICO 

Adjustments  in  Maximum  Levels  of 
Imports 

The  maximum  levels  of  imports  into 
Puerto  Rico  of  crude  oil,  unfinished  oils 
and  finished  products,  other  than  resid¬ 
ual  fuel  oil  to  be  used  as  fuel,  established 
by  Presidential  Proclamation  3279  (24 
F.R.  1781)  are  modified  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (d)  of  section  2  of  the  Proc¬ 
lamation  to  permit,  during  the  period 
January  1,  1962  through  June  30,  1962, 
93,796  barrels  per  day  in  imports  of  crude 
oil  and  unfinished  oils,  and  3,347  barrels 
per  day  in  the  imports  of  finished  prod¬ 
ucts,  other  than  residual  fuel  oil  to  be 
used  as  fuel,  to  meet  the  increased  de¬ 
mand  in  Puerto  Rico. 

Increases  in  allocations  of  finished 
products,  pursuant  to  this  authorization, 
will  be  granted  to  those  eligible  import¬ 
ers  who  have  satisfactorily  demonstrated 
an  increased  need  for  these  oils. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

December  12, 1961. 

[PR.  Doc.  61-12012;  Piled,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

ANTI-HOG-CHOLERA  SERUM  AND 
HOG-CHOLERA  VIRUS 

Order  Selecting  Members  and  Alter¬ 
nate  Members  of  Control  Agency 
Pursuant  to  Marketing  Agreement 
and  Marketing  Order  Regulating 
Handling 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  the  marketing 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  anti¬ 
hog-cholera  serum  and  hog -cholera  virus 
(9  CFR  Part  131),  effective  under  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  320,  74th  Con¬ 
gress,  approved  August  24, 1935  (7  U.S.C. 
851  et  seq.),  the  following  persons  are 
hereby  selected  to  serve  as  members  and 
alternates  on  the  Control  Agency  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  the  said  marketing 
agreement  and  to  the  said  marketing 
order : 

To  represent  manufacturers  market¬ 
ing  their  products  principally  through 
veterinarians : 

1.  John  O.  Gwln,  as  member,  and  K.  R.  Peter¬ 

son  as  his  alternate. 

2.  M.  F.  Wallace,  as  member,  and  Frank 

Jacobs  as  his  alternate. 

3.  E.  A.  Cahill,  as  member,  and  John  Todd 

as  his  alternate. 

4.  Edward  Buesking,  as  member,  and  Lewis 

E.  Harris  as  his  alternate. 


5.  D.  A.  Peterson,  as  member,  and  E.  L.  Boley 
•  as  his  alternate. 

To  represent  manufacturers  market¬ 
ing  their  products  principally  through 
other  channels: 

6.  A.  R.  Glasier,  as  member,  and  T.  B.  Huff 

as  his  alternate. 

7.  Henry  Carpenter,  as  member,  and  T.  B. 

Huff  as  his  alternate. 

8.  Majon  Huff,  as  member,  and  O.  D.  Snow 

as  his  alternate. 

9.  Vernon  Witt,  as  member,  and  O.  D.  Snow 

as  his  alternate. 

10.  B.  M.  Zillman,  as  member,  and  O.  D.  Snow 

as  his  alternate. 

To  represent  distributors  marketing 
theii  products  principally  through  vet¬ 
erinarians  : 

11.  H.  N.  Holmes,  as  member,  and  William  A. 

Butler  as  his  alternate. 

To  represent  distributors  marketing 
their  products  principally  through  other 
channels: 

12.  V.  A.  Haring,  as  member,  and  E.  F.  Drep- 

pard  as  his  alternate. 

Each  person  hereby  selected  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  or  alternate  member  of  the  Control 
Agency  shall  be  notified  of  his  selection 
and  shall  begin  serving  on  the  date  that 
such  person  qualifies  by  filing  a  written 
acceptance  of  his  appointment  with  the 
Secretary,  and  each  such  person  shall 
serve,  after  having  qualified  as  aforesaid, 
until  December  31, 1962,  and  in  the  event 
that  the  respective  person’s  successor  has 
not  been  selected  and  has  not  qualified 
by  December  31,  1962,  such  person  shall 
serve  until  his  successor  has  been  selected 
and  has  qualified. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  December  1961. 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12047;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.[ 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
ALABAMA  AND  TEXAS 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321(a)  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  87-128  (7  U.S.C.  1961)  it  has 
been  determined  that  in  the  following 
counties  in  the  States  of  Alabama  and 
Texas  natural  disasters  have  caused  a 
need  for  agricultural  credit  not  readily 
available  from  commercial  banks,  coop¬ 
erative  lending  agencies,  or  other  re¬ 
sponsible  sources. 

Alabama 

Cullman.  Sumter. 

Franklin.  Winston. 

Morgan. 

Texas 

Hill. 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  counties  after  June 
30,  1962,  except  to  applicants  who  previ¬ 
ously  received  emergency  or  special  live¬ 
stock  loan  assistance  and  who  can 
qualify  under  established  policies  and 
procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  December  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12017;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


AMENDMENT  OF  DELEGATION  OF 

AUTHORITY  AND  ASSIGNMENT  OF 
FUNCTIONS 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
R.S.  161  (5  U.S.C.  22),  and  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  2  of  1953,  the  Secretary’s 
Order  dated  December  24,  1953  (19  F.R. 
74),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as 
follows : 

Section  109a  Federal-States  relations, 
is  amended  by  adding  thereto  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

Cooperative  State  Experiment  Station  Serv¬ 
ice. 

# 

Section  200  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
present  subsection  e  and  inserting  the 
following  new  subsection  e. 

e.  Administration  of  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  agricultural  research  and  exten¬ 
sion  service  program  (48  U.S.C.  1409m- 
1409o). 

The  following  caption  and  section  600 
are  inserted  after  section  501: 

Cooperative  State  Experiment  Station 

Service,  Assignment  of  Functions 

Sec.  600.  Assignment  of  functions. 
The  following  assignment  of  functions  is 
made  to  the  Cooperative  State  Experi¬ 
ment  Station  Service,  subject  to  the  co¬ 
ordination  of  research  activities  by  the 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Research 
Service. 

a.  The  administration  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Experiment  Stations  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1955  (Hatch  Act  of  1887,  as 
amended — 7  U.S.C.  361a-361i). 

.  b.  Payments  under  section  204(b)  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946 
(7  U.S.C.  1623)  to  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  15, 1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12018;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 
ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1953, 
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paragraph  b  of  the  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  dated  November  18, 1953  (18  F.R. 
7498) ,  as  amended,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

The  following  agency  is  added  to 
paragraph  b(l) : 

Cooperative  State  Experiment  Station  Serv¬ 
ice. 

Paragraph  b(5)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

(5)  The  Director  of  Agricultural  Eco¬ 
nomics  shall  exercise  general  direction 
and  supervision  of  the  following  agencies, 
and  also  shall  be  responsible  for  coordin¬ 
ating  all  statistical  and  related  economic 
analysis  work  of  the  Department: 

Economic  Research  Service  Statistical  Re¬ 
porting  Service. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12019;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

CREAM  CHEESE  DEVIATING  FROM 
IDENTITY  STANDARD 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Temporary 
Permit  To  Cover  Market  Testing 

Pursuant  to  §  3.12(j)  of  Title  21  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  concerning 
temporary  permits  to  facilitate  market 
testing  of  foods  varying  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  standards  of  identity  pro¬ 
mulgated  pursuant  to  section  401  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
notice  is  given  that  a  temporary  permit 
has  been  issued  to  The  Borden  Company 
to  cover  interstate  marketing  tests  of 
whipped  cream  cheese  with  sorbic  acid 
added  to  inhibit  mold  growth.  This  ar¬ 
ticle  differs  from  the  cream  cheese  meet¬ 
ing  the  requirements  of  the  standard  of 
identity  (§  19.515  of  Title  21),  in  that  it 
is  whipped  and  contains  sorbic  acid.  It 
is  to  be  labeled  in  part,  “Whipped  Cream 
Cheese  *  *  *  Sorbic  Acid  Added  As  A 
Preservative.”  This  permit  expires  Au¬ 
gust  31, 1962. 

Dated:  December  12, 1961. 

[seal]  John  L.  Harvey, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR.  Doc.  61-12034;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Dockets  12471, 12472] 

EM  PR  ESA  GUATEMALTECA  DE 
AVIACION,  S.A.  (AVIATECA) 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  hearing  in  the 


above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  January  30,  1962,  at  10  a.m., 
e.s.t.,  in  Room  911,  Universal  Building, 
Connecticut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  under¬ 
signed  Examiner. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Decem¬ 
ber  15, 1961. 

Walter  W.  Bryan, 
Hearing  Examiner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12036;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  11879;  Order  No.  E-17842] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  15th  day  of  December  1961. 

In  the  matter  of  an  agreement  adopted 
by  Joint  Conferences  3-1  and  1-2-3  of 
the  International  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation  relating  to  specific  commodity 
rates.  Docket  11879;  Agreement  C.A.B. 
16015. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and  Part 
261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations, 
an  agreement  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 
riers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Joint  Conferences  3-1  and  1-2-3  of  the 
International  Air  Transport  Association 
(IATA) .  The  agreement  was  adopted  at 
the  fifth  meeting  of  the  San  Francisco 
Commodity  Rates  Board  held  on  No¬ 
vember  28,  1961. 

The  agreement  extends  the  validity  of 
certain  specific  commodity  rates  pres¬ 
ently  in  effect  pursuant  to  unprotested 
cable  notices  under  commodity  items,  as 
follows: 

Item  0007  From  Auckland  to  Honolulu. 

Item  2199  From  Sydney  to  West  Coast. 

Item  9470  From  Melbourne  and  Sydney  to 
West  Coast. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  above -described  agreement  to 
be  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in 
violation  of  the  Act,  provided  that  ap¬ 
proval  thereof  shall  be  subject  to  the 
condition  hereinafter  ordered.  Accord¬ 
ingly:  It  is  ordered: 

1.  That  Agreement  C.A.B.  16015  is  ap¬ 
proved,  provided  that  such  approval 
shall  not  necessarily  constitute  approval 
of  any  specific  commodity  description 
contained  therein  for  purposes  of  tariff 
publication. 

2.  That  any  air  carrier  party  to  the 
agreement,  or  any  interested  person, 
may,  within  15  days  from  the  date  of 
service,  submit  statements  in  writing, 
containing  reasons  deemed  appropriate 
together  with  supporting  data,  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s 
action  herein.  An  original  and  nineteen 
copies  of  the  statements  should  be  filed 
with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The 
Board  may,  upon  consideration  of  any 
such  statements  filed,  modify  or  rescind 
its  action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12037;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  14181,  14182;  FCC  61M-1957] 

ELBERT  H.  DEAN  AND  B.  L.  GOLDEN 
AND  GLOMOR  MUSIC  BROADCAST¬ 
ERS,  INC.  (KHOT) 

Procedural  Dates 

In  re  applications  of  Elbert  H.  Dean 
and  B.  L.  Golden,  Lemoore,  California, 
Docket  No.  14181,  File  No.  BP-12811; 
Glomor  Music  Broadcasters,  Inc. 
(KHOT)  Madera,  California,  Docket  No. 
14182,  File  No.  BP-14294;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

To  formalize  the  agreements  and 
rulings  made  on  the  record  at  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  held  on  December 
13,  1961,  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  concerning  the  future  conduct  of  this 
proceeding : 

It  is  ordered.  This  13th  day  of  De¬ 
cember  1961,  that: 

Exhibits  shall  be  exchanged  on  January 
23,  1962; 

Reply  or  rebuttal  exhibits  shall  be  ex¬ 
changed  on  February  1,  1962; 
Notification  of  witnesses  February  8,  1962; 
and 

Hearing  presently  continued  without  date 
is  hereby  scheduled  for  February  19, 
1962. 

Released:  December  14,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12041;  Filed,  Dec.  19.  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  960] 

HAWAIIAN  RATES;  SECOND  GENERAL 
INCREASE  (1961) 

Notice  of  Supplemental  Orders 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission  en¬ 
tered  the  following  First,  Second,  Third 
and  Fourth  Supplemental  Orders  to  the 
original  order  in  this  proceeding  dated 
November  6, 1961,  on  the  dates  indicated 
below : 

First  Supplemental  Order 
(Dated  Nov.  30,  1961) 

It  appearing,  that  by  the  original  order 
in  Docket  No.  960  served  November  6, 
1961,  the  Commission  instituted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  and  concerning  the  rea¬ 
sonableness  and  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
fares,  charges,  rules,  classifications,  reg¬ 
ulations  and  practices  contained  in  cer- 
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tain  schedules  between  Pacific  Coast 
ports  and  ports  in  Hawaii,  as  well  as 
from  Hawaiian  ports  to  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports  and  suspended  for  the  full 
statutory  period  of  four  months;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  said  original 
order  provides  in  part  that  no  change 
shall  be  made  in  matter  thereby  sus¬ 
pended  nor  in  the  matter  continued  in 
effect  as  a  result  of  such  suspension  until 
the  period  of  suspension  or  any  exten¬ 
sion  thereof  has  expired,  or  until  this 
investigation  and  suspension  proceeding 
has  been  disposed  of,  whichever  first 
occurs,  unless  otherwise  authorized  by 
the  Commission;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1961,  Matson  Navigation  Com¬ 
pany  filed  special  permission  application 
No.  83,  seeking  authority  to  publish,  post 
and  file,  on  30  days’  notice,  a  consecu¬ 
tively  numbered  revised  page  30  to 
Freight  Tariff  No.  15,  FMB-F  No.  110 
in  order  to  amend  Special  Rule  No.  101 
thereon  in  the  following  manner; 

Now  reads: 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  herein,  when 
charges  on  a  shipment  moving  between  Con¬ 
tainer  Freight  Station  or  Container  Yard 
under  class  rates,  named  in  this  section  may 
be  reduced  by  assessing  a  charge  of  60  cents 
per  cubic  foot,  the  latter  charges  shall  apply 
In  lieu  of  class  rates. 

(a)  The  aforementioned  provisions  shall 
not  apply  on  goods  measuring  less  than  2 
cubic  feet  per  100  pounds. 

(b)  When  shippers  exercise  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  option  dock  receipt  must  show 
the  cubic  measurement  of  the  shipments  as 
well  as  the  gross  weight,  otherwise  normal 
class  rates  shall  apply. 

Change  to  read: 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  tariff, 
when  charges  on  a  shipment  moving  from 
either  the  Container  Freight  Station  or  the 
Container  Yard  under  class  rates  named  in 
Section  2  can  be  reduced  by  assessing  a 
charge  of  60  cents  per  cubic  foot  or  $1.20  per 
100  pounds,  whichever  yields  the  greater 
revenue,  such  latter  charge  will  apply  in  lieu 
of  class  rates. 

(a)  When  shippers  exercise  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  option  dock  receipt  must  show  the 
cubic  measurement  of  the  shipment  as  well 
as  the  gross  weight,  otherwise  regular  class 
rates  will  apply;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  having  found  good  cause  there¬ 
for  has  on  November  30,  1961,  granted 
special  permission  authority  to  publish 
such  change  on  thirty  days’  notice,  under 
special  permission  No.  3959; 

Now  therefore  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
original  order  herein  is  modified  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  the  publica¬ 
tion  and  filing  of  the  change  covered  by 
such  special  permission  No.  3959;  and 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  any  rate, 
fare,  charge,  rule,  classification,  regula¬ 
tion  and  practice  set  forth  in  the 
schedule  filed  pursuant  to  such  special 
permission  shall  be  subject  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation  and  hearing  herein  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  rate,  fare,  charge, 
rule,  classification,  regulation  and  prac¬ 
tice  under  the  schedule  cancelled  there¬ 
by,  and  that  the  special  permission 
granted  hereby  shall  be  without  prej¬ 
udice  to  the  Commission’s  determination 
as  to  the  lawfulness  of  the  rate  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  hereto;  and 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  said  tariff 
schedule  in  the  Office  of  Regulations  of 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission;  and 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  shall  be  forthwith  served  upon 
all  respondents  herein,  and  upon  all  Pro¬ 
testants  herein;  and  that  this  order  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Second  Supplemental  Order 
(Dated  Nov.  30,  1961) 

It  appearing,  that  there  is  currently 
pending  in  this  proceeding  an  inves¬ 
tigation  of  an  increase  in  rates  between 
Pacific  west  coast  ports  of  the  United 
States  and  ports  of  the  State  of  Hawaii, 
and  from  Hawaiian  ports  to  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports,  which  said  rates  have  been 
suspended  and  are  now  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  March  9, 1962 ;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  there  has 
been  filed  with  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  a  new  tariff  schedule  to 
which  American  President  Lines,  Ltd., 
Isthmian  Lines,  Inc.,  Lykes  Bros.  Steam¬ 
ship  Company,  Inc.  (Lykes  Oriental 
Line) ,  Matson  Navigation  Company, 
United  States  lines  Company  (American 
Pioneer  Line),  and  Waterman  Steam¬ 
ship  Corporation  are  parties,  naming  in¬ 
creases  in  freight  rates  from  Atlantic 
and  Gulf  ports  to  ports  in  Hawaii  to 
become  effective  on  December  20,  1961, 
designated  as  Atlantic  and  Gulf/Hawaii 
Conference,  Walter  R.  Greiner,  Agent, 
Freight  Tariff  No.  15,  FMB-F  No.  22; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  said  schedule,  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  the  said  schedule, 
if  permitted  to  become  effective,  would 
result  in  rates,  charges,  classifications, 
rules,  regulations,  tariffs,  or  practices 
which  would  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  or 
otherwise  unlawful  in  violation  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended,  and  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933,  as 
amended;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  new 
schedule  and  the  new  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  rules,  regulations,  tariffs, 
and  practices  contained  therein  should 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  public  investi¬ 
gation  and  hearing  to  determine  whether 
they  are  just,  reasonable,  and  otherwise 
lawful  under  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended,  and  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933,  as  amended;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  the  effective 
date  of  the.  said  schedule  should  be  sus¬ 
pended,  pending  such  investigation; 

Now  therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  expanded 
to  include,  in  addition  to  the  matters 
now  under  investigation,  an  investiga¬ 
tion  into  and  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  rates,  charges,  classifications, 
rules,  regulations,  tariffs,  and  practices 
contained  in  the  said  schedule,  with  a 
view  to  making  such  findings  and  orders 
in  the  premises  as  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  shall  warrant;  and 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  said  sched¬ 
ule  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  suspended  and 
that  the  use  of  the  said  schedule  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  deferred  to  and  including 
April  19,  1962,  unless  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Commission,  and  that  the 


rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications, 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  hereto¬ 
fore  in  effect,  and  which  were  to  be 
changed  by  the  suspended  schedule,  shall 
remain  in  effect  during  the  period  of 
suspension;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  no  change 
shall  be  made  in  the  matter  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  nor  the  matter  which  is  con¬ 
tinued  in  effect  as  a  result  of  such  sus¬ 
pension  until  the  period  of  suspension 
or  any  extension  thereof  has  expired,  or 
until  this  investigation  and  suspension 
proceeding  has  been  disposed  of,  which¬ 
ever  first  occurs,  unless  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  investi¬ 
gation  in  this  proceeding  shall  not  be 
confined  to  the  matters  and  issues  here¬ 
inbefore  stated  as  the  reason  for  insti¬ 
tuting  this  investigation  but  shall  in¬ 
clude  all  matters  and  issues  with  respect 
to  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  schedule 
and  of  all  other  freight  schedules  of  the 
carriers  named  herein  from  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports  of  the  United  States  to  ports 
in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  under  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916,  as  amended,  and  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933,  as 
amended;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  there  shall 
be  filed  immediately  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  Atlantic  and  Gulf /Hawaii 
Conference,  Walter  R.  Greiner,  Agent, 
a  consecutively  numbered  supplement  to 
the  aforesaid  suspended  schedule  which 
supplement  shall  bear  no  effective  date, 
shall  reproduce  the  portion  of  this  order 
wherein  the  suspended  schedule  is  de¬ 
scribed,  and  shall  state  that  the  afore¬ 
said  schedule  is  suspended  and  that  the 
rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications, 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  therein 
stated  may  not  be  used  until  the  20th 
day  of  April,  1962,  unless  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission,  and  that 
the  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications, 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  hereto¬ 
fore  in  effect,  and  which  were  to  be 
changed  by  the  suspended  schedule,  shall 
remain  in  effect  during  the  period  of 
suspension,  and  neither  the  matter 
hereby  suspended,  nor  the  matter  which 
is  continued  in  effect  as  a  result  of  such 
suspension,  may  be  changed  until  the 
period  of  suspension  or  any  extension 
thereof  has  expired,  or  until  this  investi¬ 
gation  and  suspension  proceeding  has 
been  disposed  of,  whichever  first  occurs, 
unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  the  said 
tariff  schedule  in  the  Office  of  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  (I)  the  in¬ 
vestigation  herein  ordered  be  assigned 
for  public  hearing  before  an  examiner 
of  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Hearing 
Examiners,  at  a  date  and  place  to  be  de¬ 
termined  and  announced  by  the  Chief 
Examiner,  to  receive  evidence  which  will 
provide  an  adequate  record  for  proper 
disposition  of  the  issues  and  that  an  ini¬ 
tial  decision  be  issued;  (II)  the  American 
President  Lines,  Ltd.,  Isthmian  Lines, 
Inc.,  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Company, 
Inc.  (Lykes  Oriental  Line) ,  Matson  Navi¬ 
gation  Company,  United  States  Lines 
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Wednesday ,  December  20,  1961 

Company  (American  Pioneer  Line) , 
Waterman  Steamship  Corporation  and 
Walter  R.  Greiner,  Agent,  Atlantic  and 
Gulf/Hawaii  Conference,  be,  and  are 
hereby,  made  respondents  herein;  (III) 
a  copy  of  this  order  shall  forthwith  be 
served  upon  the  said  respondents  and  all 
protestants  and  intervenors  herein;  (IV) 
the  said  respondents,  protestants,  and 
intervenors  be  duly  notified  of  the  time 
and  place  of  the  hearing  herein  ordered; 
and  (V)  this  order  and  notice  of  the  said 
hearing  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Third  Supplemental  Order 
(Dated  Dec.  4,  1961) 

It  appearing,  that  by  the  original  order 
in  Docket  No.  960  served  November  6, 
1961,  the  Commission  instituted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  and  concerning  the  rea¬ 
sonableness  and  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
fares,  charges,  rules,  classifications,  regu¬ 
lations,  and  practices  contained  in  cer¬ 
tain  schedules  between  Pacific  Coast 
ports  and  ports  in  Hawaii,  as  well  as 
from  Hawaiian  ports  to  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports  and  suspended  such  schedules 
for  the  full  statutory  period  of  four 
months;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  original 
order  provides  in  part  that  no  change 
shall  be  made  in  matter  thereby  sus¬ 
pended  nor  in  the  matter  continued  in 
effect  as  a  result  of  such  suspension  un¬ 
til  the  period  of  suspension  or  any  exten¬ 
sion  thereof  has  expired,  or  until  this 
investigation  and  suspension  proceeding 
has  been  disposed  of,  whichever  first  oc¬ 
curs,  unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the 
Commission;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  22, 1961,  Matson  Navigation  Company 
filed  special  permission  application  No. 
84,  seeking  authority  to  publish,  post  and 
file,  on  less  than  statutory  notice,  a  con¬ 
secutively  numbered  supplement  to 
Freight  Tariff  No.  3-0,  FMB-F  No.  119 
in  order  to  provide  for  the  elimination  of 
the  expiration  date  of  items  Nos.  93  and 
152  therein;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  having  found  good  cause  there¬ 
for  has  on  December  4, 1961,  granted  spe¬ 
cial  permission  authority  to  publish  such 
change  on  not  less  than  21  days’  notice, 
under  special  permission  No.  3960; 

Now  therefore  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
original  order  herein  is  modified  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  the  publica¬ 
tion  and  filing  of  the  change  covered  by 
such  special  permission  No.  3960 ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  any  rate, 
fare,  charge,  rule,  classification,  regula¬ 
tion  and  practice  set  forth  in  the  sched¬ 
ule  filed  pursuant  to  such  special  permis¬ 
sion  shall  be  subject  to  the  investigation 
and  hearing  herein  to  the  same  extent  as 
the  rate,  fare,  charge,  rule,  classification, 
regulation,  and  practice  under  the  sched¬ 
ule  cancelled  thereby,  and  that  the  spe¬ 
cial  permission  granted  hereby  shall  be 
without  prejudice  to  the  Commission’s 
determination  as  to  the  lawfulness  of 
the  rate  established  pursuant  hereto ;  and 

it  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  said  tariff 
schedule  in  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Reg¬ 
ulation  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion;  and 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  shall  be  forthwith  served  upon 
all  respondents  herein,  and  upon  all 
protestants  herein;  and  that  this  order 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Fourth  Supplemental  Order 
(Dated  Dec.  7, 1961) 

It  appearing,  that  by  the  original  order 
in  Docket  No.  960  served  November  6, 
1961,  the  Commission  instituted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  and  concerning  the  rea¬ 
sonableness  and  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
fares,  charges,  rules,  classifications,  reg¬ 
ulations  and  practices  contained  in  cer¬ 
tain  schedules  between  Pacific  Coast 
ports  and  ports  in  Hawaii,  as  well  as 
from  Hawaiian  ports  to  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports  and  suspended  such  schedules 
for  the  full  statutory  period  of  four 
months;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  original 
order  provides  in  part  that  no  change 
shall  be  made  in  matter  thereby  sus¬ 
pended  nor  in  the  matter  continued  in 
effect  as  a  result  of  such  suspension  un¬ 
til  the  period  of  suspension  or  any  ex¬ 
tension  thereof  has  expired,  or  until  this 
investigation  and  suspension  proceeding 
has  been  disposed  of,  whichever  first 
occurs,  unless  otherwise  authorized  by 
the  Commission;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  22,  1961,  Matson  Navigation  Com¬ 
pany  filed  special  permission  application 
No.  85,  seeking  authority  to  publish,  post 
and  file,  on  30  days’  notice,  a  consecu¬ 
tively  numbered  revised  page  31  to 
Freight  Tariff  No.  1-0,  FMC-F  No.  121  in 
order  to  amend  certain  provisions 
thereon,  which  amendments  will  have 
the  effect  of  making  current  “container” 
rates  on  certain  categories  of  “feed  or 
meal”  and  “flour,  in  bulk”  applicable  to 
unitized  loads  on  pallets;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  having  found  good  cause  there¬ 
for  has  on  December  7,  1961,  granted 
special  permission  authority  to  publish 
such  change  on  thirty  days’  notice,  un¬ 
der  special  permisison  No.  3961 ; 

Now  therefore  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
original  order  herein  is  modified  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  the  publi¬ 
cation  and  filing  of  the  change  covered 
by  such  special  permission  No.  3961;  and 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  any  rate, 
fare,  charge,  rule,  classification,  regu¬ 
lation  and  practice  set  forth  in  the 
schedule  filed  pursuant  to  such  special 
permission  shall  be  subject  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation  and  hearing  herein  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  rate,  fare,  charge, 
rule,  classification,  regulation  and  prac¬ 
tice  under  the  schedule  cancelled  there¬ 
by,  and  that  the  special  permission 
granted  hereby  shall  be  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  the  Commission’s  determination 
as  to  the  lawfulness  of  the  rate  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  hereto;  and 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  the  said 
tariff  schedule  in  the  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Regulation  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  shall  be  forthwith  served  upon 
all  respondents  herein,  and  upon  all 
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protestants  herein;  and  that  this  order 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  December  15,  1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12029;  Filed.  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  954  (Sub-1)  ] 

INVESTIGATION  OF  RATES  AND 
PRACTICES  IN  THE  ATLANTIC- 
GULF/PUERTO  RICO  TRADE 

Notice  of  Supplemental  Order 

On  November  27,  1961,  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  entered  the  fol¬ 
lowing  First  Supplemental  Order  to  the 
original  order  in  this  proceeding  dated 
November  13,  1961. 

It  appearing,  that  there  is  currently 
pending  an  investigation  into  and  a 
hearing  concerning  certain  reduced  rates 
and  practices  from  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
coast  ports  of  the  United  States  to  ports 
in  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
which  became  effective  on  November  14, 
1961,  and  on  various  dates  thereafter; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  Alcoa 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.  (Alcoa),  has  been 
named  a  respondent  in  the  said  pro¬ 
ceeding;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  July  21, 
1961,  Alcoa  filed  with  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  (Commission)  that 
certain  tariff  schedule  designated  sec¬ 
ond  revised  page  No.  40  to  Alcoa’s  Out¬ 
ward  Freight  Tariff  No.  2,  which  became 
effective  October  30,  1961,  which  said 
schedule  published  a  new  increased  or 
revised  commodity  rate  on  asphalt,  road; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  said 
Alcoa  schedule  and  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  rules,  regulations,  tariffs 
and  practices  contained  therein  should 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  public  investi¬ 
gation  and  hearing  to  determine  whether 
they  are  just,  reasonable,  and  otherwise 
lawful  under  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended,  or  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933,  as  amended;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  rate  increase  or  revision  in¬ 
dicates  the  existence  of  unstable  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  aforementioned  trade,  which 
said  conditions  may  result  not  only  from 
the  said  rate  increase  or  revision  but 
also  from  its  relationship  to  the  rates 
charged  by  all  carriers  in  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  trade  for  transportation  of  the 
aforementioned  commodity ; 

Now  therefore  it  is  ordered.  That,  with 
a  view  to  making  such  findings  and  or¬ 
ders  in  the  premises  as  the  facts  and 
circumstances  shall  warrant,  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  expanded 
to  include,  in  addition  to  the  matters 
now  under  investigation,  an  investiga¬ 
tion  of  and  a  hearing  concerning,  the 
lawfulness  under  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended,  or  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933,  as  amended,  of  the  rates,  rate 
reductions,  increases,  revisions,  rules, 
conditions,  charges,  tariffs,  regulations. 
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NOTICES 


or  practices  stated  in  the  aforementioned 
Alcoa  schedule,  as  well  as  those  stated 
with  respect  to  the  aforementioned  com¬ 
modity  in  schedules  heretofore  filed  on 
various  dates  by  American  Union  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.  (AUT),  A.  H.  Bull  Steamship 
Company  (Bull) ,  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship 
Company,  Inc.  (Lykes),  Sea-Land  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  Puerto  Rican  Division  (Sea- 
Land),  TMT  Trailer  Ferry,  Inc.  (TMT) , 
and  Waterman  Steamship  Corporation 
of  Puerto  Rico  (Waterman),  as  follows: 

AUT  Southbound  Freight  Tariff  No.  6,  FMB-F 
No.  6,  1st  revised  page  18. 

Bull  Outward  Freight  Tariff  No.  1,  FMB-F 
No.  1,  original  page  34. 

Sea-Land  Outward  Freight  Tariff  No.  2, 
FMB-F  No.  3,  1st  rev.  page  34. 

U.S.  Atlantic  &  Gulf -Puerto  Rico  Outward 
Freight  Tariff  No.  1,  FMB-F  No.  1,  Richard 
Kinsella,  agent,  Lykes  and  Waterman  being 
participating  carriers  named  therein,  orig¬ 
inal  page  43. 

TMT  Freight  Tariff  No.  3,  FMB-F  No.  3,  5th 
revised  page  46. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  subse¬ 
quent  revisions,  cancellations,  amend¬ 
ments,  reissues,  or  replacements  of  the 
said  schedules  by  other  schedules  sub¬ 
sequently  filed  by  the  respondents  in  this 
proceeding,  shall  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
placed  under  investigation  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  in  the  Office  of 
Regulations  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  with  the  tariff  schedules 
hereby  placed  under  investigation;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  (I)  the  in¬ 
vestigation  herein  ordered  be  assigned 
for  public  hearing  before  an  examiner 
of  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Hearing 
Examiners,  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
determined  and  announced  by  the  Chief 
Examiner,  to  receive  evidence  which  will 
provide  an  adequate  record  for  proper 
disposition  of  the  issues,  and  that  an 
initial  decision  be  issued;  (II)  a  copy  of 
this  order  shall  forthwith  be  served  upon 
Alcoa,  AUT,  Bull,  Lykes,  Sea-Land,  TMT, 
Waterman,  the  United  States  Atlantic 
and  Gulf -Puerto  Rico  Conference,  and 
Richard  Kinsella,  agent  of  the  said  con¬ 
ference,  all  heretofore  named  respond¬ 
ents  herein;  (ni)  the  said  respondents 
be  duly  notified  of  the  time  and  place 
of  the  hearing  herein  ordered ;  and  (IV) 
this  order  and  notice  of  the  said  hearing 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  December  15,  1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12031;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.J 

[Docket  No.  954  (Sub.  2)  ] 

SUGAR,  REFINED  OR  TURBINATED,  IN 
BAGS  IN  THE  ATLANTIC/GULF 
PUERTO  RICO  TRADE 

Investigation  of  Increased  Rates 

On  December  7,  1961,  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  entered  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Order: 

It  appearing  that  on  November  7,  1961 
the  United  States  Atlantic  &  Gulf  Puerto 


Rico  Conference,  Richard  Kinsella, 
Agent,  (Conference)  filed  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission  (Commis¬ 
sion)  a  tariff  schedule  designated  third 
revised  page  No.  33  to  the  Conference’s 
Homeward  Freight  Tariff  No.  1,  FMB-F 
No.  2,  to  become  effective  December  8, 
1961,  which  said  schedule  published  an 
increased  commodity  rate  on  sugar,  re¬ 
fined  or  turbinated,  in  bags;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Waterman 
Steamship  Corporation  of  Puerto  Rico 
are  members  of  said  conference;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  protests 
have  been  received  petitioning  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  suspend  said  increased  rate; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  said  rate  and  protests 
thereto,  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
the  rate  would,  if  permitted  to  become 
effective,  result  in  a  rate  which  would  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful  in  violation  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  as  amended,  and  the  Intercoastal 
Shipping  Act,  1933,  as  amended;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  new 
rate  on  sugar,  refined  or  turbinated,  in 
bags  named  in  said  schedule  should  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  public  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hearing  to  determine  whether 
it  is  just,  reasonable,  and  otherwise  law¬ 
ful  under  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended,  or  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933,  as  amended;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  effective 
date  of  the  said  rate  should  be  suspended 
pending  such  investigation; 

Now,  therefore  it  is  ordered.  That  an 
investigation  be,  and  it  is  hereby  insti¬ 
tuted  into  and  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  increased  rate  on  sugar,  refined 
or  turbinated,  in  bags  named  in  the  said 
schedule,  with  a  view  to  making  such 
findings  and  orders  in  the  premises  as 
the  facts  and  circumstances  shall  war¬ 
rant;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  said  rate 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  suspended  and  that 
the  use  of  the  said  rate  be,  and  it  is  here¬ 
by,  deferred  to  and  including  April  7, 
1962,  unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the 
Commission,  and  that  the  rate  heretofore 
in  effect,  and  which  was  to  be  changed 
by  the  suspended  rate,  shall  remain  in 
effect  during  the  period  of  suspension; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  no  change 
shall  be  made  in  the  matter  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  nor  the  matter  which  is  con¬ 
tinued  in  effect  as  a  result  of  such  sus¬ 
pension  until  the  period  of  suspension 
or  any  extension  thereof  has  expired,  or 
until  this  investigation  and  suspension 
proceeding  has  been  disposed  of,  which¬ 
ever  first  occurs,  unless  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission;  and 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  there  shall 
be  filed  immediately  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  Conference  a  consecutively 
numbered  supplement  to  the  aforesaid 
tariff  schedule  which  supplement  shall 
bear  no  effective  date,  shall  reproduce 
the  portion  of  this  order  wherein  the 
suspended  matter  is  described,  and  shall 
state  that  the  aforesaid  rate  is  suspended 
and  may  not  be  used  until  April  8,  1962, 
unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  that  the  rate  heretofore 


in  effect,  and  which  was  to  be  changed 
by  the  suspended  rate,  shall  remain  in 
effect  during  the  period  of  suspension, 
and  neither  the  matter  suspended,  nor 
the  matter  which  is  continued  in  effect 
as  a  result  of  such  suspension,  may  be 
changed  until  the  period  of  suspension 
or  any  extension  thereof  has  expired,  or 
until  this  investigation  and  suspension 
proceeding  has  been  disposed  of,  which¬ 
ever  first  occurs,  unless  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  the  said 
tariff  schedule  in  the  Bureau  of  Domes¬ 
tic  Regulation  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  (I)  the  in¬ 
vestigation  herein  ordered  be  assigned 
for  public  hearing  before  an  examiner  of 
the  Commission’s  Office  of  Hearing  Ex¬ 
aminers,  at  a  date  and  place  to  be  de¬ 
termined  and  announced  by  the  Chief 
Examiner,  to  receive  evidence  in  this 
proceeding,  which  will  provide  an  ade¬ 
quate  record  for  proper  disposition  of  the 
issues  and  that  an  initial  decision  be 
issued;  (n)  United  States  Atlantic  & 
Gulf  Puerto  Rico  Conference,  Richard 
Kinsella,  Agent,  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship 
Co.,  Inc.,  Waterman  Steamship  Corpora¬ 
tion  of  Puerto  Rico  be,  and  they  are  here¬ 
by  made  respondents  in  this  proceeding; 
(IH)  a  copy  of  this  order  shall  forth¬ 
with  be  served  upon  said  respondents 
and  protestants  herein;  (IV)  the  said 
respondents  and  protestants  be  duly 
notified  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
hearing  ordered;  and  (V)  this  order  and 
notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  will  be  held  be¬ 
fore  an  examiner  of  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Hearing  Examiners  at  a  date 
and  place  hereafter  to  be  announced. 
The  hearing  will  be  conducted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  and  an  initial 
decision  will  be  issued  by  the  examiner. 

All  persons  (including  individuals, 
corporations,  associations,  firms,  part¬ 
nerships,  and  public  bodies)  having  an 
interest  in  this  proceeding  and  desiring 
to  intervene  therein,  should  notify  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  promptly 
and  file  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
therein,  should  notify  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  promptly  and  file  peti¬ 
tions  for  leave  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  Rule  5(n)  (46  CFR  201.74)  of  said 
rules. 

Dated:  December  15, 1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12030;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


THOMAS  &  JAMES  HARRISON  LTD., 
ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Wednesday ,  December  20,  1961 


with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement  8714,  between  Thos.  &  Jas. 
Harrison  Ltd.  (Harrison  Line)  and  Torm 
Tramping  Company  A/S  and  Transat¬ 
lantic  &  Pacific  Steamship  Lines,  Inc. 
(carriers  comprising  the  Peralta  Line 
joint  service,  operating  under  approved 
joint  service  Agreement  8620),  covers 
an  arrangement  for  the  scheduling  of 
sailings  in  the  trade  between  U.S.  Gulf 
ports  and  ports  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  the  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disapproval, 
or  modification,  together  with  request 
for  hearing  should  such  hearing  be 
desired. 

Dated:  December  15, 1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12032;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.J 


CERTAIN  PARTIES  TO  BRAZIL/UNITED 
STATES  COFFEE  AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement  8505-1,  between  the  parties 
to  the  Brazil/United  States  Coffee  Agree¬ 
ment,  except  as  noted  below.  The  North¬ 
ern  Pan-America  Line,  A/S  (NOPAL) 
and  Van  Nievelt,  Goudriaan  &  Co.’s 
Steemvaart  Maatschappij  N.V.  (Holland 
Pan-American  Line) ,  modifies  the 
basic  coffee  Agreement  (8505)  in  the 
trade  from  Brazilian  ports  south  of  and 
including  Victoria  to  United  States  At¬ 
lantic  and  Gulf  ports.  The  purpose  of 
the  modification  is  to:  (1)  admit  NOPAL 
and  Holland  Pan-American  Line  as 
parties  at  stipulated  pool  percentages 
and  minimum  sailings,  (2)  revise  the 
pool  percentages  of  the  existing  parties, 

(3)  cancel  the  accounting  period  for  the 
Gulf  division  from  August  29,  1960  to 
November  22,  1960  and  to  designate  the 
period  from  November  23, 1960  to  August 
28,  1961,  as  the  first  accounting  period, 

(4)  increase  the  deduction  per  bag  from 
gross  freight  money,  (5)  revise  the 
amount  of  coffee  excluded  from  the  pool 
which  may  be  carried  by  Delta  Line  pas¬ 
senger  vessels,  (6)  define  a  single  voyage 
to  both  Atlantic  and  Gulf  ports  as  one 
sailing  for  the  purpose  of  minimum  sail¬ 
ing  requirements,  (7)  provide  that  net 
freight  derived  from  coffee  carriage  to 
Ports  in  a  division  for  which  the  carrier 


has  no  allotted  percentage  must  never¬ 
theless  be  pooled  and  shall  only  be  ap¬ 
portioned  among  the  parties  with  pool 
percentages  in  that  division,  (8)  provide 
for  meetings  of  the  parties,  voting  pro¬ 
cedures,  and  maintenance  of  minute 
records,  (9)  establish  arbitration  pro¬ 
cedures,  and  (10)  provide  for  suspension 
of  the  agreement  in  event  of  force 
majure.  Rederiet  Svend  Hellesen, 
(Scansa  Line) ,  a  party  to  the  basic  cof¬ 
fee  pool  agreement  who  is  now  reported 
to  be  inactive  in  this  trade,  has  not 
signed  this  modification. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  the  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disapprov¬ 
al,  or  modification,  together  with  request 
for  hearing  should  such  hearing  be 
desired. 

Dated:  December  15, 1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12033;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  404 [ 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 

Authority  To  Represent  Interests  Re¬ 
garding  Investigation  Into  Produc¬ 
tion,  Storage,  Conservation,  Re¬ 
serves,  Transportation,  Transmis¬ 
sion  and  Sale  of  Natural  Gas  in 
California;  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  201(a)(4)  and  205  (d)  and  (e) 
of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as 
amended,  authority  to  represent  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  the  matter  of 
Investigation  Into  the  Production,  Stor¬ 
age,  Conservation,  Reserves,  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Transmission  and  Sale  of  Natural 
Gas  in  California,  before  the  California 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  Case  No. 
7132,  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby 
authorized  to  redelegate  any  of  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  herein  to  any  officer, 
official  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

3.  The  authority  conferred  herein 
shall  be  exercised  in  accordance  with  the 
policies,  procedures  and  controls  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  shall  further  be  exercised  in 
cooperation  with  the  responsible  officers, 
officials  and  employees  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration. 
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4.  This  delegation  of  authority  shall  be 
effective  November  28,  1961. 

Bernard  L.  Boutin, 

Administrator. 

December  14,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12045;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  190] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

December  15,  1961. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  with  serv¬ 
ice  at  no  intermediate  points  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  devi¬ 
ation  rules  revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)(4)). 

Protest  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  29), 
ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  147  Park 
Street,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron  9,  Ohio,  filed 
December  7,  1961.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
between  Muskegon  and  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.,  over  Interstate  Highway  196,  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Grand  Rapids  over  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Mus¬ 
kegon,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  66788  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  RAY¬ 
MOND  MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  1912  Broadway  NE.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  filed  December  6,  1961.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehilce,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  (A)  From  Minne- 
apolis-St.  Paul,  Minn,  over  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
four  miles  west  of  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  (B) 
from  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90  and  U.S.  Highway  12  at  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Dells,  Wis.,  over  Interstate  Highways 


12188 


NOTICES 


90  and  94  to  junction  U.S.  Highways  12, 
51,  and  Interstate  Highway  90,  just  south 
of  Madison,  Wis.,  (C)  from  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highways  12,  18,  51,  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90,  just  south  of  Madison, 
Wis.,  over  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction 
U.S.  Highways  14  and  51  near  Janesville, 
Wis.,  (D)  from  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highways  14,  51,  and  Interstate  Highway 
90  near  Janesville,  Wis.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  (E)  from 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  14  and 
Illinois  Highway  23,  two  miles  south  of 
Harvard,  Ill.,  over  Illinois  Highway  23  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20  at  Marengo, 
Ill.,  thence  over  (present  authorized 
route)  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90,  near  Harmony,  Ill., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  routes  as  follows:  From  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12  at  Wisconsin  Dells  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
ways  18,  51,  and  Interstate  Highway  90, 
just  south  of  Madison;  from  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highways  12  and  14  south  of 
Madison  over  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  51  near  Janesville; 
from  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  14, 
51,  and  Interstate  Highway  90  near 
Janesville,  over  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
Chicago;  and  from  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  14  and  Illinois  Highway  23  twTo 
miles  south  of  Harvard  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14  to  Chicago,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  28462  (Deviation  No.  1), 
DENVER-COLORADO  SPRING- 
PUEBLO  MOTOR  WAY,  INC.,  Travel 
Center,  Building,  17th  and  Broadway, 
Denver,  Colo.,  filed  December  7,  1961. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  the  Monson  Junction 
Interchange  over  Interstate  Highway  25 
to  the  Ludlow  Junction  Interchange  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  passengers  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Denver,  Colo., 
over  U.S.  Highway  85  to  Trinidad,  Colo., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12022;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
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[Notice  411] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

December  15, 1961. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  in¬ 


cluding  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
governing  notice  of  filing  of  applications 
by  motor  carriers  of  property  or  passen¬ 
gers  or  brokers  under  sections  206,  209, 
and  211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  certain  other  proceedings  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto. 

All  hearings  and  pre-hearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  o’clock  a  m.. 
United  States  standard  time,  (or  9:30 
o’clock  a.m.,  local  daylight  saving  time, 
if  that  time  is  observed),  unless  other¬ 
wise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

or  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  263  (Sub-No.  134),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1961.  Applicant:  GARRETT 
FREIGHTLINES,  INC.,  2055  Pole  Line 
Road,  Pocatello,  Idaho.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Maurice  H.  Greene,  P.O.  Box 
1554,  Boise,  Idaho.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods  and  potato  products, 
not  frozen,  (1)  from  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  and  Idaho  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nevada, 
Utah,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Colorado, 
Wyoming,  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin, 
and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
(2)  from  points  in  Idaho  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Washington  and  (3)  from 
points  in  Oregon  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Washington  and 
Idaho. 

Note  :  Applicant  states  that  on  September 
29,  1961,  in  Docket  Nos.  MC-F-7152  and  MC- 
F-7195  it  received  authority  to  acquire  and 
merge  into  Garrett  Freightlines,  Inc.,  In¬ 
land  Motor  Freight,  Pacific  Highway  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  Northwest  Freight  Lines,  Inc.  and 
Flathead  Transportation  Co. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald 
R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  1124  (Sub-No.  180),  filed  No¬ 
vember  20,  1961.  Applicant:  HERRIN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  2301  McKinney  Avenue,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leroy 
Hallman,  617  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Dallas,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
serving  Cottondale,  Fla.,  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  authorized  regular- 
route  between  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and 
New  Orleans,  La. 

Note;  Applicant  states  that  Cottondale, 
Fla.,  will  be  served  as  a  point  of  joinder  only 
for  the  interchange  of  freight  with  its  con¬ 
necting  line. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  205,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  2229  (Sub-No.  108) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  23,  1961.  Applicant:  RED  BALL 


MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3177  Irving 
Boulevard  (P.O.  Box  10837),  Dallas  7, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  D. 
Mathews  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  and  potato  products,  not  frozen, 
between  Denver,  Colo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  Georgia. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State 
House,  Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner 
Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  7228  (Sub  No.  24),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1959.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  1056,  West  Sacramento,  Calif. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  M.  Hickson, 
Failing  Building,  Portland  4,  Oreg.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fresh  and  frozen 
foods,  all  kinds,  between  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Oregon,  California,  Idaho,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Arizona,  Montana,  Colorado,  Utah, 
New  Mexico,  and  Texas.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  February  21,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Seattle,  Wash., 
before  Examiner  Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  7555  (Sub-No.  41),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1961.  Applicant:  TEXTILE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7, 
Ellerbe,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Reuben  G.  Crimm,  Suite  693, 1375  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vegetable  oil  shortening, 
cooking  or  salad  oil,  in  packages,  in  in¬ 
sulated  vans,  from  points  in  Chatham 
County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
New  York  (except  the  New  York  City 
Commercial  Zone),  and  Pennsylvania 
(except  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Commercial 
Zone). 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  7920  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1961.  Applicant:  HERRIOTT 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  Alice  and 
Sumner  Streets,  East  Palestine,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  N.  Krier, 
3430  LeVeque-Lincoln  Tower,  50  West 
Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  materials 
or  products,  such  as  plastic  flakes, 
granules,  lumps  and  powders,  in  pre¬ 
mounted  collapsible  and  stackable  con¬ 
tainers  protected  from  heat  and  cold, 
in  insulated  trailers  or  protected  by 
heaters,  and  empty  collapsible  and 
stackable  containers,  between  North 
Tonawanda,  N.Y.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.;  from 
North  Tonawanda  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  384  to  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  130  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  89, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  89  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  90,  thence 
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over  Interstate  Highway  90  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  44,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  44  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
84,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  84  to 
junction  unnumbered  County  Road 
(johnny  Cake  Road),  thence  over 
johnny  Cake  Road  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20  near  Painesville,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  under  Certificate  No.  MC  7920  to 
conduct  operations  over  regular  routes  be¬ 
tween  North  Tonawanda,  N.Y.,  and  Chicago, 
Ill.,  transporting  general  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  livestock, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  lading).  This  application 
is  filed  to  obtain  specific  authority  to  trans¬ 
port  plastics,  as  above  stated,  premounted 
in  collapsible  or  stackable  containers, 
whether  or  not  such  movement  may  ulti¬ 
mately  be  determined  to  be  movement  of 
commodities  in  bulk. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  14345  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  20,  1961.  Applicant:  FRANK 
CHISHOLM,  doing  business  as  CHIS¬ 
HOLM  TRUCK  LINES,  Amery,  Wis. 
Applicant’s  representative:  A.  R.  Fowler, 
2288  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Collapsible  travel 
trailers,  in  truckaway  service,  in  initial 
movements,  from  Grantsburg,  Wis.  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  other  than 
in  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  damaged,  de¬ 
fective  or  returned  shipments  of  the 
above  described  equipment  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  8,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry 
C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  22254  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1961.  Applicant:  TRANS- 

AMERICAN  VAN  SERVICE,  INC.,  7540 
South  Western  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  C.  Bradley, 
Suite  618  Perpetual  Building,  1111  E 
Street  NW.,  Washington  4,  D.C.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pianos,  organs, 
musical  instruments,  and  parts  thereof 
and  accessories  thereto  and  damaged 
and  rejected  shipments  of  the  above- 
specified  commodities,  (1)  between  Holly 
Springs  and  Corinth,  Miss,  on  the.  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  The  authority  described 
above  may  not  be  used  to  transport 
crated  articles,  except  when  such  ar¬ 
ticles  are  transported  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  uncrated  articles. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  authority  it 
now  holds  includes  the  right  to  transport 
“pianos  and  organs,  uncrated”,  from  Cor¬ 
inth,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  North  Carolina,  Kentucky, 


Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  applicant 
here  to  seek  overlapping  rights  relative  to 
Corinth,  but  rather  a  broader  scope  of  opera¬ 
tions,  both  with  respect  to  commodities  and 
geographic  area.  Applicant  also  states  it 
holds  a  one-third  interest  in  T.E.K.  Van 
Lines,,  Inc. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  26570  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  2,  1961.  Applicant:  FRANK 
ZIKA,  2011  Parkwood  Drive,  Scotch 
Plains,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ed¬ 
ward  F.  Bowes,  1060  Broad  Street,  New¬ 
ark  2,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
White  mineral  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Belleville,  N.J.,  to  Wilmington, 
Del.,  Baltimore  and  Cambridge,  Md.,  and 
Indian  Orchard  and  Leominster,  Mass., 
and  (2)  Refused,  returned  and  damaged 
shipments  of  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modity,  from  the  above-specified  des¬ 
tination  points,  to  Belleville,  N.Y. 

HEARING:  January  19, 1962,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Samuel  C.  Shoup. 

No.  MC  29988  (Sub-No.  81) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  12,  1961.  Applicant:  DENVER  CHI¬ 
CAGO  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 
45th  Avenue  at  Jackson  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  David  Axel¬ 
rod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3, 
Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  and  potato  products,  other  than 
frozen,  from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald  R. 
Sutherland. 

No.  MC  33641  (Sub-No.  48) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1961.  Applicant:  INTER¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  235  West 
Third  South  Street,  Salt  Lake  City  1, 
Utah.  Applicant’s  attorney :  Edward  M. 
Berol,  100  Bush  Street,  San  Francisco  4, 
Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  and  potato  products,  not  frozen, 
from  points  in  Oregon,  Idaho,  and  Utah 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  and 
Missouri. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald  R. 
Sutherland. 

No.  MC  42261  (Sub-No.  50)  (RE- 
PUBLICATION),  filed  April  10,  1961, 
published  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
April  26,  1961.  Applicant:  LANGER 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  Route  1,  Foot  of 
Danforth  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  S.  S.  Eisen,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.  A  Decision  and 
Order  by  the  Commission,  division  1, 
dated  November  30,  1961,  served  Decem¬ 
ber  8, 1961,  authorizes  the  transportation 
as  follows:  Irregular  routes:  Silica  flour 
(ground  or  pulverized  sand),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  covered  hopper  vehicles  equipped 


for  unloading  by  pneumatic  devices,  from 
the  plant  site  of  the  Pennsylvania  Glass 
Sand  Corporation,  near  Newport,  N.J., 
and  from  Milville,  N.J.,  to  Havre  de 
Grace,  Md.  The  purpose  of  this  republi¬ 
cation  is  to  advise  that  any  person  or 
persons  who  may  have  been  prejudiced 
by  the  notice  of  filing  of  the  application 
as  originally  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  to  locate  the  Pennsylvania 
Glass  Sand  Corporation  plant  near  New¬ 
port,  N.J.,  may,  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  republication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  file  a  petition  for  further 
hearing. 

Note:  This  proceeding  was  handled  with 
MC  106965  (Sub-No.  155). 

No.  MC  42261  (Sub-No.  60) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  8,  1961.  Applicant:  LANGER 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  Route  1,  Foot  of 
Danforth  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Daniel  J.  Sweeney, 
140  Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  zinc  oxide,  dry,  in 
bulk,  in  special  equipment,  from  Joseph- 
town,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and 
north  of  New  Jersey  Highway  33,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  returned  and  re¬ 
jected  shipments  of  the  above-specified 
commodity,  on  return. 

HEARING:  January  11,  1962,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  L.  York. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  529) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  8,  1961.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  DELAWARE,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Ronald  E.  Poelman  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods  and  potato  products, 
not  frozen,  (1)  from  points  in  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  to  points  in 
Nevada,  Arizona,  Utah,  Colorado,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Ohio,  and  Louisville,  Ky.; 
and  (2)  from  points  in  Oregon  and  ' 
Washington,  to  points  in  California. 

,  Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald 
R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  530),  filed 
November  13,  1961.  Applicant:  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CORPO¬ 
RATION  OF  DELAWARE,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  R.  E.  Poelman,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  sugar,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to 
Lewiston,  Idaho. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  February  13,  1962,  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear¬ 
ing  Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
6,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
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to  participate,  before  Examiner  Donald 
R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  531),  filed 
November  13,  1961.  Applicant:  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  FREIGHTW AY S  CORPO¬ 
RATION  OF  DELAWARE,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Eugene  T.  Liipfert,  801  Na¬ 
tional  Grange  Building,  1616  H  Street 
NW„  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate -as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  apoxy  resin,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Riverview 
(Marietta),  Ohio,  to  the  site  of  the 
Thiokol  installation  near  Brigham  City, 
Utah. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Edith  H.  Cockrill. 

No.  MC  47323  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
November  6,  1961.  Applicant:  TAJON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation.  Route 
5,  Mercer,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  E.  Cross,  Munsey  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  usually 
transported  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
and  dry  commodities  in  bulk,  in  pneu¬ 
matic  tank  trailers,  between  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  26,  1962,  at  the 
New  Federal  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  142)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  October  20,  1961, 
published  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
December  6,  1961,  and  republished 

as  corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant: 
RINGSBY  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3201 
Ringsby  Court,  Denver  5,  Colo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Wayne  E.  Lucore 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  above-numbered  appli¬ 
cation,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  issue  of  December  6,  1961,  indicated 
applicant’s  attorney  as  Donald  L.  Stem, 
in  error.  Applicant’s  representative  is 
Mr.  Lucore,  as  shown  above. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1962,  at  the  Utah  Public  Service 
Commission,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lyle  C.  Farmer. 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  150),  filed 
November  24,  1961.  Applicant:  RINGS¬ 
BY  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  a  Nebraska 
corporation,  3201  Ringsby  Court,  Denver 
5,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Eugene 
St.  M.  Hamilton,  3201  Ringsby  Court, 
Denver  5,  Colo.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods  from  Salt  Lake  City  and 
Ogden,  Utah,  and  points  in  Idaho  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ohio, 
and  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  8. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  “controls 
United  Freight,  Inc.  (Docket  FF  155),  and 
Inter  State  Express,  Inc.  (Docket  FF  102), 
both  of  which  are  wholly-owned  by  appli¬ 
cant;  Arizona  Pacific  Tank  Lines  (MC- 


109584);  Fortier  Transportation  Company 
under  Temporary  Management  (MC- 
108398);  and  Colonial  &  Pacific  Frigidways, 
Inc.  (MC-111138) ,  Temporary.” 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald  R. 
Sutherland. 

No.  MC  59680  (Sub-No.  133),  filed 
October  9,  1961.  Applicant:  STRICK¬ 
LAND  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  5689,  Dallas  2,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  W.  T.  Brunson,  419  Northwest 
Sixth  Street,  Oklahoma  City  3,  Okla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  ;  (1)  Between  Ware,  Ill.,  and  Bloom¬ 
ington,  HI.,  from  Ware  over  Illinois 
Highway  146  to  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  at  Anna,  HI.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  Bloomington,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized  regu¬ 
lar-route  operations;  (2)  Between  Ware, 
Ill.  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  from  Ware  over 
Illinois  Highway  146  to  Anna,  Ill.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Vandalia,  Ill., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Spring- 
field,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
68  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  and  68  to  Toledo, 
Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to 
Detroit,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular-route  operations;  and 
(3)  Between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 
Bloomington,  Ill.,  from  Memphis  over 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  66  at  Bloomington,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular- 
route  operations. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub-No.  1854),  filed 
October  25,  1961.  Applicant:  RAILWAY 
EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INCORPORATED, 
219  East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  C.  Boozer, 
Suite  1220,  The  Citizens  and  Southern 
National  Bank  Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express 
service,  between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Shan¬ 
non,  Ga.,  from  Atlanta  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  Austell,  Ga.,  thence  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  6  to  Rockmart,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  101  to  Rome,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  53  to 
Shannon,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Chattahoochee,  Mable- 
ton,  Austell,  Powder  Springs,  Dallas, 
Aragon,  Hiram,  and  Lindale,  Ga.;  and 
(2)  General  commodities,  including 


Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  moving  in 
express  service,  to  and  from  Rome,  Ga, 
and  Rockmart,  Ga.  as  additional  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  applicant’s  present 
Certificate  MC  66562  (Sub-No.  873)  be¬ 
tween  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Shannon,  Ga., 
over  the  highways  described  in  (1)  above. 
RESTRICTIONS :  The  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  applicant  shall  limited  to 
service  which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  supple¬ 
mental  of  railway  or  air  express  service. 
Shipments  transported  by  applicant  shall 
be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a  through 
bill  of  lading  or  express  receipt,  covering 
in  addition  to  the  motor  carrier  move¬ 
ment  by  applicant,  an  immediately  prior 
or  immediately  subsequent  movement  by 
rail  or  air.  Such  further  specific  condi¬ 
tions  as  the  Commission  in  the  future 
may  find  necessary  to  impose  in  order 
to  restrict  applicant’s  operation  to  serv¬ 
ice  which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental 
of,  railway  or  air  express  service. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  presently  holds 
authority  in  Certificate  MC  66562  (Sub-No. 
873)  to  transport  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  dangerous  explosives,  moving  in  express 
service,  between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Shannon, 
Ga.,  over  the  same  highways  and  serving  the 
same  points  as  those  described  in  (1)  above. 
In  connection  with  (2)  above,  applicant 
states  that  its  present  Certificate  does  not 
specifically  provide  for  service  at  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Rockmart,  and  is  restricted 
against  service  to  Rome,  Ga.  Any  duplica¬ 
tion  with  present  authority  to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  January  31.  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  101,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate  before  Examiner  Altoft  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub-No.  1862),  filed 
November  16,  1961.  Applicant:  RAIL- 
WAY  EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  219  East  42d  Street,  New  York 
17,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert 
C.  Boozer,  1220  Citizens  and  Southern 
National  Bank  Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities,  moving  in  express  service,  between 
Cocoa,  Fla.,  and  Melbourne,  Fla.;  from 
Cocoa  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Melbourne, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points.  RESTRIC¬ 
TIONS:  The  service  to  be  performed 
shall  be  limited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary 
to  or  supplemental  of  railway  express  or 
air  service.  Shipments  transported  shall 
be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a  through 
bill  of  lading  or  express  receipt.  Such 
further  conditions  as  the  Commission  in 
the  future  may  find  necessary  to  impose 
in  order  to  restrict  applicant’s  operations 
to  service  which  is  auxiliary  to  or  supple¬ 
mental  of  railway  express  or  air  service. 

HEARING:  February  7,  1962,  at  the 
Angebilt  Hotel,  Orlando,  Fla.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  205,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  67137  (Sub-No.' 4),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1961.  Applicant:  RALPH  F. 
MORGAN,  doing  business  as  K  AND  Y 
MOTOR  LINES,  P.O.  Box  702,  Candler, 
N.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  materials;  from  Columbia 
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and  Greenville,  S.C.,  to  Asheville,  N.C., 
and  points  in  North  Carolina  within  125 
miles  of  Asheville,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities,  used 
in  transporting  the  above-described  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

Note:  (1)  Applicant  presently  holds  au¬ 
thority  in  Certificate  No.  MC  67137  to  trans¬ 
port  fertilizer  from  Anderson  and  Spartan¬ 
burg,  S.C.,  to  the  destination  territory  as 
described  above,  and  from  Columbia  and 
Greenville,  S.C.,  to  Asheville,  Biltmore,  East 
Flat  Rock,  Henderson  and  Waynesville,  N.C., 
all  located  within  above-said  territory.  (2) 
Applicant  also  holds  certain  contract  au¬ 
thority  in  Permit  No.  MC  32486. 

HEARING:  February  14,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Columbia,  S.C.,  before 
joint  Board  No.  2. 

No.  MC  78786  (Sub-No.  238),  filed 
November  21, 1961.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 
MOTOR  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  110  Market  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  5,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  MacDonald  Smith,  65  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco  5,  Calif.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  between  Klamath  Falls, 
Oreg.,  and  Ashland,  Oreg.;  from  Kla¬ 
math  Falls  over  U.S.  Highway  97  to 
junction  Oregon  Highway  66,  thence 
over  Oregon  Highway  66  to  Ashland,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  presently 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 
RESTRICTIONS:  (1)  the  service  to  be 
performed  by  applicant  shall  be  limited 
to  that  which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  supple¬ 
mental  of,  railroad  service  of  Southern 
Pacific  Company;  (2)  Shipments  trans¬ 
ported  by  applicant  shall  be  limited  to 
those  moving  on  a  through  bill  of  lading, 
covering,  in  addition  to  movement  by 
applicant,  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  rail;  (3)  All  contractual  ar¬ 
rangements  between  applicant  and 
Southern  Pacific  Company  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Commission  and  shall  be 
subject  to  revision,  if  the  Commission 
finds  it  necessary  in  order  that  arrange¬ 
ments  shall  be  fair  and  equitable  to  the 
parties;  (4)  Such  further  conditions  as 
the  Commission  in  the  future  may  find 
necessary  to  impose  in  order  to  restrict 
applicant’s  operations  to  service  which 
is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  the 
rail  service  of  the  railroad. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  wholly  owned 
by  Southern  Pacific  Company. 

HEARING:  February  12,  1962,  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear¬ 
ing  Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
172,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  83745  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  19,  1961.  Applicant:  STEEL  CITY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2034  Chateau  Street, 
Pittsburgh  33,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney; 
Ernie  Adamson,  Middleburg,  Va.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Firebrick  and  re¬ 
lated  articles,  steel  and  machinery,  (1) 
between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  and  Maryland,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, ' 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  25  miles  of  Pittsburgh. 

HEARING:  January  23,  1962,  at  the 
New  Federal  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  84739  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1961.  Applicant:  SEVER¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.  1,  Box  163, 
Edgerton,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  A.  Sullivan,  1800  Buhl  Building, 
Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  (1)  from  Clyman, 
Wis.,  to  Sharon  and  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and 
(2)  from  Sun  Prairie,  Poynette,  Wauna- 
kee,  DeForest,  Merrill,  Stratford,  and 
Cobb,  Wis.,  to  Butler,  Greenville,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  to  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1962,  at  the 
New  Federal  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  86687  (Sub-No.  62) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  27,  1961.  Applicant:  SEABOARD 
AIR  LINE  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  3600  West  Broad  Street, 
Richmond,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Wilkes  C.  Robinson  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  between  Hamlet, 
Raleigh,  Wilmington,  Charlotte  and 
Henderson,  N.C.,  and  Columbia,  S.C., 
over  regular  routes  presently  authorized 
in  Certificate  MC  86687,  at  sheets  1,  2, 
and  5,  of  said  Certificate,  serving  the 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  named 
therein. 

Note:  The  above-named  points  are  desig¬ 
nated  as  key  points.  The  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  remove  the  key  point  re¬ 
quirement,  however  applicant  is  agreeable 
to  the  condition  that  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  auxiliary  and  supplemental  of 
rail  service. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  Post  Office 
Building,  Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  2. 

No.  MC  86687  (Sub-No.  63) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  2, 1961.  Applicant:  SEABOARD 
AIR  LINE  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  3600  West  Broad  Street, 
Richmond,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Wilkes  C.  Robinson  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities;  (1)  Between  Winter 
Haven,  Fla.  and  Wildwood,  Fla.,  from 
Winter  Haven  over  U.S.  Highway  17  to 
junction  with  Florida  Highway  544, 
thence  over  Florida  Highway  544  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  Florida  Highway  559,  thence 
over  Florida  Highway  559  to  junction 
with  Florida  Highway  33,  thence  over 
Florida  Highway  33  to  junction  with 
Florida  Highway  50,  thence  over  Florida 
Highway  50  to  junction  with  Florida 
Highway  469,  thence  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  469  to  junction  with  Florida  High¬ 
way  48,  thence  over  Florida  Highway  48 


to  junction  with  Florida  Highway  471, 
thence  over  Florida  Highway  471  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  301  at  Sumter- 
ville,  Fla.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  301 
to  Wildwood,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Auburndale,  Polk  City  and  Center  Hill, 
Fla.;  and  (2)  Between  Wildwood,  Fla. 
and  Lake  Charm,  Fla.,  from  Wildwood 
over  Florida  Highway  44  to  Leesburg, 
Fla.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  441  to 
Orlando,  Fla.,  thence  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  50  to  junction  with  Florida  High¬ 
way  15A,  thence  over  Florida  Highway 
15A  to  junction  with  Florida  Highway  426 
at  Goldenrod,  Fla.,  thence  over  Florida 
Highway  426  to  Lake  Charm,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off -route  points  of  Oviedo, 
Apopka,  Plymouth,  Zellwood,  Lake  Jem, 
Ellsworth,  Tavares,  Leesburg,  and  Or¬ 
lando,  Fla. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  interstate 
shipments  originating  at  points  on  the 
above -described  routes  will  be  transported  by 
applicant  by  its  motor  vehicle  equipment  to 
Wildwood  for  loading  on  flat  cars  and  move¬ 
ment  beyond.  Interstate  shipments  destined 
to  points  in  this  area  will  be  handled  to 
Wildwood  in  trailer-on-flat-car  service  and 
beyond  to  destination  by  applicant’s  motor 
vehicle  equipment. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1962,  at  the 
Angebilt  Hotel,  Orlando,  Fla.,  before 
Joint  Board  Nq.  205,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  87231  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  No¬ 
vember  24,  1961.  Applicant:  BAY  AND 
BAY  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  315  Ninth 
Avenue  North,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Earl  Hacking,  1121 
South  Seventh  Street,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
compounds  ( manufactured  fertilizers ), 
dry,  in  paper  bags  and  in  bulk;  urea,  in 
paper  bags  and  in  bulk;  ammonium  ni¬ 
trate  fertilizer,  in  paper  bags  and  in  bulk ; 
superphosphate  (not  defluorinated)  and 
superphosphate  (not  feed  grade  super¬ 
phosphate,  dry,  in  paper  bags  and  in 
bulk;  from  Port  Cargill,  Minn.,  and 
points  within  one  mile  thereof,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota 
and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry  C. 
Darmstadter. . 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  19),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  13,  1961.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  Anderson  Building,  P.O. 
Box  273,  Anderson,  S.C.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  S.  Fessenden,  Suite  618, 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street,  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trailers,  designed  to  be  draivn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  service,  from  points 
in  Florida  (except  from  Clearwater,  Boca 
Raton,  Jasper,  Ocala,  Sebring,  Tampa, 
Lake  City,  and  points  within  five  (5) 
miles  thereof),  and  (except  from  the 
plant  site  of  General  Coach  Works,  Inc., 


12192 


NOTICES 


near  Tavares,  Fla.),  to  points  in  the 
United  States. 

HEARING:  February  9,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before 
Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  95627  (Sub-No.  38),  filed  No¬ 
vember  16,  1961.  Applicant:  NELMS 
MOTOR  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  912,  Suf¬ 
folk,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Dale  C. 
Dillon,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foods,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  and  which  require  re¬ 
frigeration  in  transit,  from  Alexandria, 
Va.  to  points  in  Georgia,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  January  25,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  95627  (Sub-No.  39),  filed 
November  16,  1961.  Applicant:  NELMS 
MOTOR  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  912,  Suf¬ 
folk,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Dale  C. 
Dillon,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Boxes,  crates  and  hampers  between 
Portsmouth  and  Suffolk,  Va.,  and  Mur¬ 
freesboro,  Ahoskie,  Woodland,  and  Wel¬ 
don,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama, 
Tennessee,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  and 
Tcxes. 

HEARING:  January  26,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alfred  B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  102806  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
October  13,  1961.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  TRANSPORTATION,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  701  East  Davis  Street,  Gastonia, 
N.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
leum  and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  trucks,  from  Spartanburg,  S.C.,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof  to  points 
in  Eastern  Tennessee  bounded  on  the 
west  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  U.S.  Highway  129  and  the 
western  boundary  of  North  Carolina, 
northerly  along  U.S.  Highway  129  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  411; 
northerly  along  U.S.  Highway  411  to  its 
intersection  with  Tennessee  Highway  73 ; 
northerly  along  Tennessee  Highway  73 
to  and  including  Knoxville;  thence 
northerly  along  U.S.  Highway  11W, 
through  and  including  Kingsport  and 
Bristol,  Tenn.,  to  the  Virginia  Line;  in¬ 
cluding  the  cities  of  Maryville,  Alcoa, 
Knoxville,  Kingsport,  and  Bristol,  Tenn. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  120),  filed 
November  22,  1961.  Applicant: 

WALKER  HAULING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  13444  Station  K,  340  Armour  Drive 
NE.,  Atlanta  24,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr.,  Suite  1424-35 
C  &  S  National  Bank  Building,  Atlanta  3, 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sizing 
emulsified  petroleum,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Fulton  County, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  M.  J.  Baggett  of  Atlanta,  Ga.,  owns 
all  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  applicant. 
He  also  owns  50  percent  of  the  outstanding 
stock  of  Gasoline  Transport,  Inc.,  the  other 
50  percent  being  owned  by  R.  L.  Walker  of 
Waycross,  Ga.  Mr.  Baggett  is  President  of 
both  applicant  and  Gasoline  Transport,  Inc. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub  No.  218),  filed 
October  2,  1961.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  500  At¬ 
lantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jackson¬ 
ville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Clay,  in  bulk  from  points  in  Sumter  and 
Macon  Counties,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Rus¬ 
sell  County,  Ala. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  157,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate  before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  220),  filed 
November  22,  1961.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Atlan¬ 
tic  National  Bank  Building,  Jackson¬ 
ville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uefied  petroleum  gas,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Pensacola,  Fla.,  to  points 
in  Alabama  within  175  mile  radius  of 
Pensacola,  Fla. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  98,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  221),  filed 
November  29, 1961.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  500 
Atlantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  by¬ 
products  and  nitrogen  solutions,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Brad¬ 
ford  County,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Florida 
and  Georgia. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  222),  filed 
December  4,  1961.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  500  At¬ 
lantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jackson¬ 
ville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate 


as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Silica  sand  and  ground  silica  sand,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Thomas  and  Effing, 
ham  Counties,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  103493  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
November  20,  1961.  Applicant:  ROBIN¬ 
SON  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC., 
103  North  Front  Street,  La  Crosse,  Wis. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Claude  J.  Jasper, 
Suite  301  Provident  Building,  111  South 
Fairchild  Street,  Madison  3,  Wis.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
and  in  connection  therewith,  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  (1)  between  La 
Crosse,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Goodhue,  Rice, 
Steele,  and  Freeborn  Counties,  Minn., 
and  points  in  Mitchell,  Floyd,  and  Bremer 
Counties,  Iowa,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
Allamakee,  Chickasaw,  Delaware,  Du¬ 
buque,  Clayton,  Fayette,  Howard,  and 
Winneshiek  Counties,  Iowa,  and  points 
in  Dodge,  Fillmore,  Houston,  Mower, 
Olmsted,  Wabasha,  and  Winona  Coun¬ 
ties,  Minn.,  to  La  Crosse,  Wis. 

HEARING:  January  16, 1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Court  ' 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
181. 

No.  MC  103494  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  20,  1961.  Applicant:  EASLEY 
HAULING  SERVICE,  INC.,  North  First 
Avenue  and  Quince  Street,  Yakima, 
Wash.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  M. 
Hickson,  Failing  Building,  Portland, 
Oreg.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Freezing 
and  cannery  equipment  and  supplies, 
including  but  not  limited  to  empty  cans 
and  lids,  fiber  cartons,  paper  boxes,  la¬ 
bels,  salt,  sugar;  and  used  and  new  can¬ 
nery  and  freezing  machinery  and  ma¬ 
chinery  parts,  etc.,  between  points  in 
Yakima,  Walla  Walla,  Skagit,  Snohom¬ 
ish,  Whatcom,  Columbia,  Cowlitz,  Clark, 
King,  and  Pierce  Counties,  Wash.,  and 
points  in  Multnomah,  Hood  River, 
Wasco,  Umatilla,  Marion,  and  Washing¬ 
ton  Counties,  Oreg. 

HEARING:  February  19,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Seattle,  Wash., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  45,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Donald  R.  Suth-* 
erland. 

No.  MC  103654  (Sub-No.  65),  filed  De¬ 
cember  4,  1961.  Applicant:  SCHIRMER 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  1145  Homer  Street,  St. 
Paul  16,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  A.  Morken,  One  Thousand  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis  2, 
Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Feed, 
feed  ingredients,  fertilizer,  fertilizer  in¬ 
gredients,  tallows,  lards,  greases,  animal 
oils,  vegetable  oils,  and  flour,  liquid  and 
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dry,  in  bulk,  between  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota. 

HEARING:  February  13,  1962,  in 
Room  393,  Federal  Building,  and  U.S. 
Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  145,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives 
its  right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Henry  C.  Darstadter. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  156),  filed 
October  9,  1961.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  500  Equity  Build¬ 
ing,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in  in¬ 
itial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Florida  (except  from 
Clearwater,  Boca  Raton,  Jasper,  Ocala, 
Sebring,  Lake  City,  Fla.,  and  points 
within  five  (5)  miles  of  Lake  City,  and 
the  plant  site  of  General  Coach  Works, 
Inc.,  near  Travares,  Fla.),  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  including,  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii. 

HEARING:  February  9,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before 
Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  46),  filed 
October  16,  1961.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  North  West 
23d  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  packing -house 

products,  and  frozen  foods,  (1)  from 
Harrisburg,  Chester  and  Scranton,  Pa., 
Wilmington,  Del.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Sa¬ 
vannah,  Ga.,  Charleston,  S.C.  and  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.  to  points  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama, 
Florida,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Texas, 
Arkansas,  Tennessee,  and  Oklahoma, 
and  (2)  from  Tampa,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Maryland,  Virginia,  Delaware,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Florida,  Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Colorado,  New  Jersey,  Oklahoma, 
and  Washington,  D.C. 

HEARING:  February  8,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  54) ,  filed  No- 
,  vember  20,  1961.  Applicant:  BELFORD 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  NW.  23d 
Street,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1730  Lynch 
Building,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 

■  transporting:  Foodstuff,  frozen  or  un¬ 

frozen,  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
vehicles,  and  containers  or  other  inci- 
t  dental  facilities  used  in  transporting 

,  such  commodities,  between  points  in 

i  Florida.  RESTRICTION:  Against  any 

r  through  service  under  a  combination 

,  of  the  operating  rights  granted  herein 

and  that  already  held  by  carriers  to 
transport  butter,  cheese,  and  eggs  from 
1  points  in  Wisconsin,  to  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  244 - 6 


Note:  Applicant  already  holds  the  au¬ 
thority  above  described  with  certain  restric¬ 
tions.  The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
eliminate  the  restriction  in  the  certificate 
of  handling  shipments  having  an  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water. 

HEARING:  February  12,  1962,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  300  Biscayne  Boule¬ 
vard  Way,  Miami,  Fla.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  205,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  55) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  22,  1961.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  Northwest 
23d  Street,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1730  Lynch 
Building,  Jacksonville  2,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  and  citrus 
products,  not  canned  and  not  frozen, 
from  points  in  Florida  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  (except  Chicago)  and  points  in 
Missouri  (except  St.  Louis). 

HEARING:  February  13,  1962,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  300  Biscayne  Boule¬ 
vard  Way,  Miami,  Fla.,  before  Examiner 
James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  189),  filed 
October  23,  1961.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North 
Sheridan  Road,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s 
attorney :  W.  R.  Privitt  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles,  from  points  in  Flo¬ 
rida  (except  Tavares,  Sebring,  Tampa, 
Clearwater,  Lake  City,  Boca  Raton,  Jas¬ 
per,  and  Ocala  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Hawaii) ,  and  (2)  campers 
and  camper  coaches,  designed  for  instal¬ 
lation  on  pickup  trucks,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  in  towaway  and  truckway 
method,  from  points  in  Florida  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Hawaii), 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  used  in  transporting 
the  above-specified  commodities,  on 
return. 

HEARING:  February  8,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before 
Examiner  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  106965  (Sub-No.  155)  (RE¬ 
PUBLICATION),  filed  December  30, 
1960,  published  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  March  1,  1961.  Applicant:  M.  I. 
O’BOYLE  &  SON,  INC.,  doing  business 
as  O’BOYLE  TANK  LINES,  1825  Jeffer¬ 
son  Place  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Dale  C.  Dillon,  1825 
Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C. 
A  Decision  and  Order  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  division  1,  dated  November  30,  1961, 
served  December  8,  1961,  authorizes  the 
transportation  as  follows:  Irregular 
routes:  Silica  flour  (ground  or  pulverized 
sand) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  covered  hopper 
vehicles  equipped  for  unloading  by  pneu¬ 
matic  devices,  from  the  plant  site  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand  Corporation 
near  Newport,  N.J.,  and  from  Millville, 
N.J.,  to  Baltimore  and  Havre  de  Grace, 
Md.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  advise  that  any  person  or  persons 
who  may  have  been  prejudiced  by  the 
notice  of  filing  of  the  application  as  orig¬ 
inally  published  in  the  Federal  Register 


to  locate  the  Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand 
Corporation  plant  near  Newport,  N.J., 
may,  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  republication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  file  a  petition  for  further  hearing. 

Note:  This  proceeding  was  handled  with 
MC  42261  (Sub-No.  50). 

No.  MC  106965  (Sub-No.  183),  filed 
November  20,  1961.  Applicant:  M.  I. 
O’BOYLE  &  SON,  INC.,  doing  business 
as  O’BOYLE  TANK  LINES,  1825  Jeffer¬ 
son  Place  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Dale  C.  Dillon  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lubricating  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  St.  Marys,  W.  Va.,  to 
points  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  under  common 
control  and  management  with  O’Boyle  Tank 
Lines,  Incorporated,  a  Virginia  corporation. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1962,  at  the 
offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  184),  filed 
September  14,  1961.  Applicant:  ALTER- 
MAN  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  2424 
NW.  46th  Street,  P.O.  Box  65,  Allapat- 
tah  Station,  Miami,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney  :  Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Building,  Washington  6,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cleaning, 
scouring  and  washing  compounds ;  (2) 
soap  and  soap  powder ;  and  (3)  insecti¬ 
cides  and  insect  repellents,  from  Chicago, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Florida. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  191) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1961.  Applicant:  ALTER - 
MAN  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  65,  Allapattah  Station,  Miami,  42, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  points  in  Alabama  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Iowa,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Hampshire,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  February  8,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Thomas  Jefferson,  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  107276  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  15,  1961.  Applicant:  VERA  E. 
BENNETT,  JAMES  K.  GLENN,  J.  K. 
GLENN,  INC.,  CORINNA  J.  BENNETT, 
LOUISE  G.  GLENN,  JOE  H.  GLENN 
(WACHOVIA  BANK  AND  TRUST  COM¬ 
PANY,  TRUSTEE),  AND  JAMES  K. 
GLENN  (WACHOVIA  BANK  AND 
TRUST  COMPANY,  TRUSTEE) ,  a  part¬ 
nership.  doing  business  as  QUALITY  OIL 
TRANSPORT,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  Ap- 
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plicant’s  attorney:  Prank  B.  Hand,  Jr., 
Transportation  Building,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gasoline, 
kerosene,  fuel  oils,  jet  fuels,  lubricating 
oils,  from  Wilmington,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  P.O.  Building, 
Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  7. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  71),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1961.  Applicant:  PRE-PAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  corporation.  Farmer 
City,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Mack 
Stephenson,  208  East  Adams  Street, 
Springfield,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Conduits  and  pipe,  cement  and 
asbestos  fiber,  including  necessary  con¬ 
nections,  from  Rootstown,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  on,  and  east, 
of  U.S.  Highway  85. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  133),  filed 
September  20,  1961.  Applicant:  IN- 
DIANHEAD  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947 
West  County  Road  C,  St.  Paul  13,  Minn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Glenn  W.  Ste¬ 
phens,  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madison  3, 
Wis.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
compounds  (manufactured  fertilizers) , 
dry,  urea,  ammonium  nitrate  fertilizer, 
superphosphate,  not  defulorinated  super¬ 
phosphate  nor  feed  grade  superphos¬ 
phate,  dry,  in  bulk,  and  in  paper  bags, 
from  Port  Cargill,  Minn.,  and  points 
within  one  mile  thereof,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  and  returned  and 
rejected  shipments  of  the  above-specified 
commodities  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry 
C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  108523  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
October  13,  1961.  Applicant:  DUANE 
POLMAN,  doing  business  as  POLMAN 
TRANSFER,  1122  Second  Street  SE., 
Wadena,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  F.  Greenstein,  Twin  City  Federal 
Building,  112  East  Sixth  Street,  St.  Paul 
1,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
fabricated  buildings,  precut  building  ma¬ 
terials  and  sections,  sectionalized  and 
panelized  buildings,  precut,  assembled  or 
partially  assembled  units,  including  fix¬ 
tures,  from  Wadena,  Minn.,  and  points 
within  twenty-five  (25)  miles  therefrom, 
to  points  in  Iowa,  that  part  of  Illinois  (on 
and  North  of  U.S.  Highway  6) ,  that  part 
of  Montana  (on  and  East  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87  from  the  point  where  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87  intersects  the  Southern  border  of 
Montana,  North  along  U.S.  Highway  87 
to  the  Junction  of  U.S.  Highway  87  and 
Montana  Highway  19,  on  and  East  of 
Montana  Highway  19  from  the  Junction 
of  Montana  Highway  19  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87  to  the  Junction  of  Montana  High¬ 


way  19  and  U.S.  Highway  2,  on  and  East 
of  Montana  Highway  242  from  the  Junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  2  and  Montana 
Highway  19  to  the  Northern  border  of 
Montana) ,  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  North  Dakota, 
and  South  Dakota,  and  rejected  and 
damaged  shipments  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  common  authority 
In  MC  116227. 

HEARING:  February  15,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  108736  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1961.  Applicant:  A.  H.  VIETOR, 
doing  business  as  ALBERT  LEA  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO.,  423  Adams  Avenue,  Albert  Lea, 
Minn.  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  R. 
Fowler,  2288  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul 
14,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fertilizer  from  Streator,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Bigstone,  Blue  Earth,  Brown,  Carver, 
Chippewa,  Cottonwood,  Dakota,  Dodge, 
Faribault,  Fillmore,  Freeborn,  Goodhue, 
Hennepin,  Houston,  Jackson,  Kandiyohi, 
Lac  Qui  Parle,  Le  Sueur,  Lincoln,  Lyon, 
McLeod,  Martin,  Meeker,  Mower,  Mur¬ 
ray,  Nicollet,  Nobles,  Olmsted,  Pipestone, 
Pope,  Redwood,  Renville,  Rice,  Rock, 
Scott,  Sibley,  Stearns,  Steele,  Stevens, 
Swift,  Wabasha,  Waseca,  Watonwan, 
Winona,  Wright,  and  Yellow  Medicine 
Counties,  Minn.,  points  in  Buena  Vista, 
Butler,  Cerro  Gordo,  Cherokee,  Clay, 
Dickinson,  Emmet,  Floyd,  Franklin, 
Hancock,  Humboldt,  Kossuth,  Mitchell, 
O’Brien,  Osceola,  Palo  Alto,  Pocahontas, 
Winnebago,  Worth,  and  Wright  Coun¬ 
ties,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Ashland,  Barron, 
Bayfield,  Buffalo,  Burnett,  Chippewa, 
Clark,  Douglas,  Dunn,  Eau  Claire,  Jack- 
son,  Pepin,  Pierce,  Polk,  Price,  Rusk,  St. 
Croix,  Sawyer,  Taylor,  Trempealeau,  and 
Washburn  Counties,  Wis. 

HEARING:  February  7,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building,  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry 
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No.  MC  108880  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1961.  Applicant:  ALLMEN 
TRANSFER  &  MOVING  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  1931  West  112th  Street, 
Cleveland  2,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  J.  Kuhner,  11621  Detroit 
Avenue,  Cleveland  2,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Portland  cements, 
from  Middlebranch,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Chautauqua  County,  N.Y.,  those  in  Cam¬ 
bria,  Clearfield,  Elk,  Fayette,  Indiana, 
Jefferson,  McKean,  Somerset,  and  West¬ 
moreland  Counties,  Pa.  (except  points 
in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  a  line  commencing  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsyl vania  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  Du  Bois,  Pa., 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to 
the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State 
line),  and  those  in  Calhoun,  Gilmer, 
Harrison,  Jackson,  Lewis,  Marion, 
Mason,  Monongalia,  Roane,  and  Taylor 
Counties,  W.  Va.  (except  points  in  that 
part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  west  of 
UJS.  Highway  19  from  the  West  Virginia- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  to  Weston, 


W.  Va.,  and  on,  west,  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  33  from  Weston  to  the  West 
Virginia-Ohio  State  line) ;  and  (2) 
Empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  Portland  Cements  from  the 
above-specified  destination  points  to 
Middlebranch,  Ohio. 

Note:  Applicant  also  has  common  carrier 
authority  under  MC  34325  (Sub  No.  1 ) .  Dual 
authority  and  common  control  (the  latter 
through  MC-F  5677)  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
Old  Post  Office  Building,  Public  Square 
and  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  109421  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
November  13,  1961.  Applicant:  CAR¬ 
TER  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  COASTAL  REFRIGERATED 
SERVICE,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Tampa,  Fla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  William  A.  Rob¬ 
erts,  Continental  Building,  14th  and  K 
Streets  NW.,  Washington  5,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods  from 
points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island  and 
Massachusetts  to  points  in  Florida. 

HEARING:  February  15,  1962,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  300  Biscayne  Boule¬ 
vard,  Way,  Miami,  Fla.,  before  Examiner 
James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  110098  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
December  4,  1961.  Applicant:  ZERO 
REFRIGERATED  LINES,  a  corporation, 
Station  A,  Box  4066  (815  Merida  Street), 
San  Antonio  7,  Tex.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods  and  potato  products, 
unfrozen,  in  straight  and  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments,  with  Frozen  fish,  frozen  fruits, 
frozen  berries  and  frozen  vegetables,  (1) 
from  points  in  Idaho  and  Utah  to  points 
in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin,  and 
(b)  from  points  in  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald 
R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  298),  filed 
October  31, 1961.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Calumit  Street,  Bur¬ 
lington,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul 
F.  Sullivan,  1821  Jefferson  Place  NW., 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paint,  paint  products,  paint  ingre¬ 
dients  and  varnish,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Georgia,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note:  Applicant  states,  It  "controls  Bulk 
Transport  Co.  and  Beaver  Transport  Co." 

HEARING:  February  7,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  462),  filed 
September  14, 1961.  Applicant:  CHEM¬ 
ICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
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East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown, 
pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A. 
jaskiewicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
cement,  in  bulk,  from  Providence,  R.I., 
to  points  in  Rhode  Island,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut  east  of  Connecticut  Highway  32 
and  points  in  Massachusetts  east  of 
Massachusetts  Highway  32,  and  rejected 
shipments  of  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modity,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  authority 
in  MC  117507  and  Subs  thereunder,  there¬ 
fore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  common  control  may  be 
involved. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1962,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  134,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  L.  York. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  472),  filed 
November  16,  1961.  Applicant:  CHEM¬ 
ICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downington,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A.  Jaskie¬ 
wicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  ce¬ 
ment  (1)  from  the  Borough  of  West 
Conshohocken,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land:  points  in  Rockland  and  Orange 
Counties,  N.Y.;  and  points  in  Virginia 
(except  that  part  in  and  north  of  King 
George,  Stafford,  Spotsylvania,  Orange, 
Greene,  and  Rockingham  Counties) ; 
and  (2)  from  Evansville,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Rhode  Island:  points  in  New  York 
(except  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  and  West¬ 
chester  Counties,  and  New  York  City, 
N.Y.);  and  points  in  Virginia  (except 
that  portion  in  and  north  of  King 
George,  Stafford,  Spotsylvania,  Orange, 
Greene,  and  Rockingham  Counties). 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  authority 
under  117507  so  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Gordon  M.  Callow. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  473),  filed 
November  16,  1961.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A. 
Jaskiewicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Lub¬ 
ricating  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  St.  Marys,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Kentucky,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
and  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  authority 
under  MC  117507  and  Subs  thereunder, 
therefore,  dual  authority  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  191),  filed 
November  15,  1961.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  457.  Greens¬ 
boro,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank 


B.  Hand,  Jr.,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Gasoline,  kerosene,  fuel  oils, 
jet  fuels,  lubricating  oils,  from  Wilming¬ 
ton,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Virginia. 

HEARING :  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown,  Post  Office 
Building,  Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  7. 

No.  MC  111045  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
November  16,  1961.  Applicant:  RED¬ 
WING  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  426, 
Palm  River  Road,  Tampa  1,  Fla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson,  Per¬ 
petual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Linseed  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Georgia. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or  if,  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC-111398  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
August  4,  1961.  Applicant:  FISCHBACH 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  921 
Sherman  Street,  Akron,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  John  P.  McMahon,  44 
East  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  or  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(a)  Conduit  and  pipe,  and  attachments, 
parts,  and  • fittings  therefor,  from 
Ravenna,  Ohio,  and  a  radius  of  four  (4) 
miles  of  Ravenna,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  and  (b) 
Containers,  racks,  dividers,  skids,  pallets, 
and  other  shipping  and  protection  de¬ 
vices,  used  in  connection  with  outbound 
transportation  of  conduit  and  pipe,  and 
attachments,  parts  and  fittings  therefor, 
from  the  destination  states  mentioned 
in  (a)  above,  to  Ravenna,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  four  (4)  miles  of  Ravenna, 
and  (c)  Returned,  damaged  and  rejected 
shipments  of  conduit,  and  pipe,  and  at¬ 
tachments,  parts  and  fittings  therefor, 
from  the  destination  states  mentioned 
in  (a)  above,  to  Ravenna,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  four  (4)  miles  of  Ravenna. 

Note:  Applicant  is  now  a  contract  carrier, 
but  proceedings  to  convert  applicant  to  the 
status  of  common  carrier  are  now  pending 
in  Docket  No.  MC  108446  (Sub-No.  17),  and 
if  said  conversion  proceedings  are  not  con¬ 
cluded  at  the  time  this  application  comes  on 
for  hearing,  applicant  seeks  an  interim  con¬ 
tract  permit  to  perform  the  above  described 
operation,  which  interim  contract  permit  will 
be  replaced  by  a  corresponding  common  car¬ 
rier  certificate  upon  applicant’s  conversion 
to  common  carrier  status. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  111398  (Sub  No.  5).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1961.  Applicant:  FISCH¬ 
BACH  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
921  Sherman  Street,  Akron,  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  John  P.  McMahon, 
44  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
or  merchandise  as  is  manufactured, 
processed  or  dealt  in  by  rubber  or  rub¬ 
ber  products  manufacturers,  and  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business;  from  Medina,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  three  (3)  miles  thereof  to  Clarks¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  points  in  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  and  Rhode 
Island  and  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  east  of  a  line  extending 
in  a  southerly  direction  along  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  to  Alexandria  Bay,  N.Y., 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  12 
through  Watertown  and  Utica  to  Bing- 
hampton,  N.Y.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  the  New  York-Pennsylvania 
State  line,  and  those  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  111  from 
the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  line 
to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  through  Scranton,  Pa.,  to 
the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line. 

HEARING:  February  2,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  111398  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
September  29, 1961.  Applicant:  FISCH¬ 
BACH  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
921  Sherman  Street,  Akron,  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Dale  C.  Dillon,  1825 
Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  rubber  products,  from 
the  plant  site  of  B.  F.  Goodrich  Com¬ 
pany,  approximately  13  miles  east  of 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  in  Milan  Township, 
Allen  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New 
Jersey,  those  in  New  York,  on  and  east 
of  a  line  extending  in  a  southerly  direc¬ 
tion  along  the  St.  Lawrence  River  to 
Alexandria  Bay,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  12  to  Binghamton,  N.Y., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  Line,  and  those 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  22  and  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  11,  and  to  Clarksville,  Tenn., 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  authority 
In  MC  108446  and  subs  thereunder,  therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
Old  Post  Office  Building,  Public  Square 
and  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  111740  (Sub-No.  11)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  October  13,  1961, 
published  Federal  Register  issue  of  De¬ 
cember  6,  1961,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  OIL 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
East  Highway  80,  P.O.  Box  2031,  Abilene, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Jerry  Prest- 
ridge,  P.O.  Box  858,  Austin  65,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
sulphur,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
between  points  in  New  Mexico,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
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Arizona,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Utah,  and  points  in  Texas  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  81,  (2)  between  points 
in  Texas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  81, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  Colorado,  Kansas,  and 
Oklahoma,  (3)  from  points  in  Texas  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  81  (except 
Hockley,  Crane,  and  Ector  Counties, 
Tex.),  to  points  in  Utah,  and  (4)  from 
points  in  Crane,  Hockley,  and  Ector 
Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Utah  (except 
San  Juan  County,  Utah) . 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  item  ( 1 )  as  shown  above. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  16,  1962,  at  the  Baker  Hotel,  Dallas, 
Tex.,  before  Examiner  Dallas  B.  Russell. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  141),  filed 
November  17,  1961.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  747,  Wilson  Terminal  Building, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Donald  L.  Stern,  924  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods, 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Bismarck,  N. 
Dak.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  Denver,  Colo., 
and  points  in  Oregon  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
Old  Post  Office  Building,  Public  Square 
and  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  143),  hied 
November  24,  1961.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  747,  Wilson  Terminal  Building, 
Sioux  City,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Donald  L.  Stern,  924  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Potato  prod¬ 
ucts,  other  than  frozen,  when  moving 
with  frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin, 
and  Illinois.  (2)  Frozen  foods  and 
potato  products,  other  than  frozen,  when 
moving  with  frozen  foods,  from  points  in 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Wyoming,  Montana,  Michigan, 
Indiana,  and  Kansas. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  if  this  ap¬ 
plication  is  granted,  applicant  will  surrender 
certificate  in  MC  111812  Sub-No.  27,  which 
provides  for  frozen  foods,  from  all  points 
in  Washington  to  all  points  in  Montana. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  House, 
Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner  Donald 
R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub-No.  141),  filed 
November  7,  1961.  Applicant:  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  OIL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1030 
Stayton  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  acids, 
and  petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  (1)  from  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia,  to 
points  in  California,  Washington,  and 
Oregon,  (2)  from  points  in  Arkansas, 
Tennessee,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Ala¬ 


bama,  Florida,  and  Georgia,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  Nevada, 
Idaho,  Montana,  and  Wyoming  and  (3) 
from  points  in  California,  Washington, 
and  Oregon  to  points  in  Oklahoma,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Tennessee,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  Is  owned  and 
controlled  by  the  same  stockholders  who 
own  and  control  Commercial  Oil  Transport 
of  Oklahoma,  Inc.,  an  Oklahoma  corporation. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D  C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  William  E.  Messer.  This  assign¬ 
ment  is  for  applicant’s  presentation 
only.  A  continued  hearing  is  contem¬ 
plated  at  a  point  to  be  selected  by  the 
presiding  examiner  after  considering 
the  request  of  the  parties. 

No.  MC  112223  (Sub-No.  57),  filed  No¬ 
vember  24,  1961.  Applicant:  QUICKIE 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
1121  South  Seventh  Street,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Earl  Hack¬ 
ing  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer  com¬ 
pounds  (manufactured  fertilizers)  dry, 
in  paper  bags  and  in  bulk,  urea,  in  paper 
bags  and  in  bulk,  ammonium  nitrate 
fertilizer,  in  paper  bags  and  in  bulk, 
superphosphate,  (not  defluorinated  su¬ 
perphosphate,  nor  feed  grade  superphos¬ 
phate)  ,  dry,  in  paper  bags  and  in  bulk, 
from  Port  Cargill,  Minn.,  and  points 
within  one  (1)  mile  thereof,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  and  rejected 
shipments  of  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building,  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry  C. 
Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  5,  1961.  Applicant:  ACE- 

DORAN  HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO. 
CORP.  312  Lock  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ernie  Adamson, 
Box  62,  Middleburg,  Va.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Firebrick  on  pallets,  and 
refractory  products,  between  points  in 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  Indiana, 
West  Virginia,  Illinois,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  and  Michigan. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1962,  at  the 
New  Federal  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  112330  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  30, 1961.  Applicant:  A.  G.  OGDEN, 
27340  South  Federal  Highway,  Naranja, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer, 
insecticides,  fungicides,  herbacides,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Florida. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Angebilt  Hotel,  Orlando,  Fla.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  205,  or  if,  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  71),  filed  No¬ 
vember  29,  1961.  Applicant:  MC  KEN- 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  New  Quincy 
Road,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 


torney:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1730  Lynch 
Building,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum,  petro¬ 
leum  products  and  petroleum  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  nitrogen  solutions,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Bradford 
County,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Florida  and 
Georgia. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or  if,  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  112696  (Sub-No.  16),  filed  No¬ 
vember  13,  1961.  Applicant:  HART¬ 
MANS,  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  468, 
Harrisonburg,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Francis  W.  Mclnerny,  Commonwealth 
Building,  1625  K  Street  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Shoes,  leather,  rubber  heels  and  soles, 
and  supplies  and  equipment  used  in  a 
shoe  factory,  (1)  from  East  Berlin,  Pa., 
to  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  (2)  between  Littles- 
town,  Pa.,  and  Taneytown,  Md.,  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Elizabethtown, 
Pa.,  and  (4)  between  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
and  Boston,  Mass. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  113255  (Sub-No.  34)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  August  23,  1961,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  September  7, 
1961,  as  an  application  in  which  han¬ 
dling  without  oral  hearing  was  requested, 
amended  November  22,  1961,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  this  issue.  Applicant: 
MILK  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Box  398,  New 
Brighton,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  One  Thousand  National 
Bank  Building,  Minneapolis  2,  Minn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petrola¬ 
tum  and  white  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Karns  City,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  and  exempt 
commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  reflect  the  amended  commodity  de¬ 
scription  to  include  white  oil,  and  enlarge 
the  destination  territory. 

HEARING:  February  9,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building,  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry 
C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  48),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  13,  1961.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
&  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
312  West  Morris  Street,  Caseyville,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Fred  H. 
Figge  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Bananas,  and  agricultural 
commodities  exempt  from  economic  reg¬ 
ulation  under  Section  (B)(6)  of  the 
Act,  when  transported  with  bananas, 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Michigan, 
Wisconsin,  and  Ohio. 

Note:  Applicant  has  pending  contract 
authority  MC  60132  Sub-No.  57.  Applicant 
states  they  are  “stockholders  and  officers" 
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in  the  following  Motor  Carriers  of  Passen¬ 
gers:  Vandalia  Bus  Lines  Inc.  MC  2698,  In¬ 
dustrial  Bus  Lines,  Inc.  MC  114168,  In  ad¬ 
dition  thereto  Oliver  and  Kathryn  Anderson 
are  officers  and  stockholders  in  Caseyville 
Bus  Lines,  Inc.  MC  110845. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  113539  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  No¬ 
vember  28,  1961.  Applicant:  PORTER 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  St.  Bernard  Street,  Fitchburg, 
Mass.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Milton  E. 
Diehl,  1383  National  Press  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
from  Carteret,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Aroos¬ 
took  County,  Maine. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1962,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Samuel  C.  Shoup. 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  63),  filed 
September  25,  1961.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  7000  South  Pulaski  Road,  Chicago, 
Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  David  Axelrod, 
39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foodstuffs,  from  Burlington,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Tennessee,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  Alabama,  and  Georgia. 
Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  65),  filed 
October  16,  1961.  Applicant:  MID¬ 

WEST  EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  700  South  Pulaski  Road,  C,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  David 
Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  3,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  Packing  house  products  and 
frozen  foods,  from  Harrisburg,  Chester, 
and  Scranton,  Pa.,  Wilmington,  Del., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Savannah,  Ga.,  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.C.,  and  Norfolk,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Maryland,  Virginia,  Delaware,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Kentucky,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Colorado,  New  Jersey,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  “is  in  control  of 
LITTLE  AUDREY’S  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  MC-F-7351.” 

HEARING:  February  8,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  114021  (Sub  No.  19) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1961.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
TRANSFER  COMPANY  OF  ILLINOIS, 
a  corporation,  7000  South  Pulaski  Road, 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Conduits  and  pipe  made  of  ce¬ 
ment  and  asbestos  fibre,  including  the 
necessary  sealing  and  adhesive  materials, 
connections  and  fittings  thereof;  from 
Ravenna,  Ohio  and  points  within  a  ra¬ 
dius  of  four  (4)  miles  of  Ravenna,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia,  and  containers,  backs,  di¬ 
viders,  skids,  pallets,  or  other  shipping 
devices  used  in  connection  with  outbound 
transportation  of  the  above-described 
commodities  and  returned,  damaged  or 
rejected  shipments  of  conduits  and  pipe 
made  of  cement  and  fibre,  on  return. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1962,  at  the 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  114084  (Sub-No.  3) ,  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  September  25,  1961,  pub-" 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  October  25, 
1961,  amended  November  20,  1961,  re¬ 
published  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  S  AND  S  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  118  South  Oakland 
Avenue,  Statesville,  N.C.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Francis  J.  Ortman,  1366  National 
Press  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Laboratory  and 
technical  furniture,  fixtures,  equipment, 
material  and  supplies,  uncrated  from 
points  in  Iredell  County,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa.  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  Mexico,  New  York,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  Washington,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  and  re¬ 
jected  and  refused  shipments  from  desti¬ 
nation  points  listed  above  to  point  of 
origin. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  include  fixtures,  in  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription  and  also  to  show  applicant’s 
attorney. 

HEARING:  January  23,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub-No.  26),  filed 
November  13,  1961.  Applicant:  LOW- 
THER  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  521  Penman  Street,  P.O.  Box 
2115,  Charlotte  1,  N.C.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  E.  Wilson,  Perpetual 
Building,  1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Front  and  rear  mount  winches,  service 
bodies,  side  boxes,  sleeper  cabs,  3 -way 
dump  bodies,  maintenance  and  person¬ 
nel  bodies,  utility  line  construction 
bodies,  hydraulic  derricks  and  diggers, 
on  flat  trailers,  from  Houston,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 


Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Abraham  J.  Essrick. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub-No.  27),  filed  No¬ 
vember  13, 1961.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
521  Penman  Street,  P.O.  Box  2115, 
Charlotte  1,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  E.  Wilson,  Perpetual  Building, 
1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washington  4,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Conduit,  pipe  and 
fittings,  on  flat  trailers,  between  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  Pennsylvania,  except 
Philadelphia  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof. 

HEARING:  February  7,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub-No.  28) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  13, 1961.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
521  Penman  Street,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  :  Doors,  wallboard,  building 
board  and  building  insulation  board,  on 
flat  trailers,  from  Tarboro,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois  (except  points 
in  the  Chicago  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission) ,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland 
(except  Baltimore) ,  Massachusetts, 
points  in  Michigan  north  of  UJS.  High¬ 
way  21,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey  (except 
points  within  35  miles  of  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  except  points  within  25  miles  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa.),  New  York  (except 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission) , 
North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (except  Philadelphia  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof  and  except 
Easton  and  York) ,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  February  8,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Frank  J.  Mahoney. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub-No.  29) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  17, 1961.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
521  Penman  Street,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Pre-stressed,  precast  and  rein¬ 
forced  concrete  products,  namely,  piling, 
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beams,  columns,  girders,  slabs  and  wall 
panels,  on  flat  trailers,  between  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Massachusetts,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Florida, 
Alabama,  and  Kentucky. 

HEARING:  January  25,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub-No.  30) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  20,  1961.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
521  Penman  Street,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Precast  reinforced  concrete 
fallout  shelters,  on  flat  trailers,  from 
Charlotte,  N.C.  to  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  Delaware,  Virginia,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  and  Florida. 

HEARING:  January  26,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  No¬ 
vember  17,  1961.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
521  Penman  Street,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washington  4,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Precast, 
and  reinforced  concrete  products, 
namely,  piling,  beams,  columns,  girders, 
slabs  and  wall  panels,  on  flat  trailers, 
between  Charlotte,  N.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  South 
Carolina  and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  P.O.  Build¬ 
ing,  Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  196. 

No.  MC  114835  (Sub-No.  9)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  July  13,  1961,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  SOO  LINE  RAILROAD  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  800  Soo  Line 
Building,  Minneapolis  40,  Minn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  G.  Harold  Peterson, 
Soo  Line  Railroad,  Law  Department, 
1427  Soo  Line  Building,  P.O.  Box  530, 
Minneapolis  40,  Minn.  Notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  subject  application  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
December  6,  1961.  By  letter  dated  De¬ 
cember  12,  1961,  applicant  advises  of 
the  following  corrections:  Paragraph  (6) 
of  the  published  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  6,  1961,  the  word 
“Donneybrook”  should  read  “Donny- 
brook”.  Paragraph  (13)  the  words 
“River  Forest”  should  read  “Forest 
River”.  The  off -route  list  of  stations 
under  paragraph  (13)  should  have  in¬ 
serted  the  town  of  “Greene”  after  the 
town  of  Grano. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1962,  in  Room  393,  Federal 
Building  and  U.S.  Court  House,  110 
South  Fourth  Street,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  before  Examiner  James  Anton. 


No.  MC  115946  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1961.  Applicant:  CHARLES 
C.  GAY,  doing  business  as  GAY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  7055,  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:  T.  Bald¬ 
win  Martin,  503  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Macon,  Ga.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
namely,  compounds  (manufactured  fer¬ 
tilizer)  ,  dry  ammonium  nitrate  fertilizer 
and  urea  having  value  for  fertilizer  pur¬ 
poses  only,  and  fertilizer  compound 
(manufactured  fertilizer)  dry  ammo¬ 
nium  nitrate  limestone,  from  points  in 
Chatham  County,  Ga.  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  130,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partic¬ 
ipate  before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  116434  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  27,  1961.  Applicant:  HUGH  MA¬ 
JOR,  150  Sinclair,  South  Roxana,  Ill. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Apple  cider  and 
vinegar,  in  containers  in  cartons,  from 
Alton  and  Olney,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska  and  Tennessee,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inciden¬ 
tal  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above  described  commodities, 
on  return. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  116514  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1961.  Applicant:  EDWARDS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Main  Street,  Heming¬ 
way,  S.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Hogsheads,  hogshead  material  and  boxes 
(wood,  fibreboard  and  paper )  and  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  between  points  in  South 
Carolina  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Carolina. 

HEARING:  February  13,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Columbia,  S.C.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  2. 

No.  MC  117025  (Sub-No.  11)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  September  18,  1961,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  Novem¬ 
ber  29,  1961,  amended  December  8,  1961, 
and  republished  as  amended  this  issue. 
Applicant:  LeROY  HILT,  3751  Sumner 
Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  J.  Max  Harding,  I.B.M.  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  and  J  Streets,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Beer  and 
malt  beverages,  from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Wyoming,  and  Nebraska,  and  empty  malt 
beverage  containers,  on  return. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  include  Pueblo,  Colo.,  as  an  origin  point, 
and  Nebraska  as  a  destination  State. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  23,  1962,  at  the  Hotel  Sheraton 
Fontenelle,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  W.  Elliott  Nefflen. 
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No.  MC  117367  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1959.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 
EASTERN  REFRIGERATED  LINES, 
INC.,  Route  3,  Box  147,  Mount  Vernon! 
Wash.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  M. 
Hickson,  Failing  Building,  Portland  4, 
Oreg.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fresh 
and  frozen  foods  (of  all  kinds) ,  between 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
California,  Wyoming,  Minnesota,  Illinois, 
Nevada,  Arizona,  Montana,  Colorado, 
Utah,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Massachusetts, 
and  Florida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  South  Dakota, 
Washington,  California,  and  Nevada. 

HEARING:  February  21,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Seattle,  Wash., 
before  Examiner  Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  117427  (Sub-No.  26) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1961.  Applicant:  G.  G.  PAR¬ 
SONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  746,  North  Wilkesboro,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis  J.  Ort- 
man,  1366  National  Press  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dehydrated  and  sun-cured  alfalfa 
meal  and  pellets,  from  points  in  Lucas 
County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  and  Maryland. 


Note:  Applicant  also  holds  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  under  No.  MC  116145. 


HEARING:  February  2,  1962,  at  the 
Old  Post  Office  Building,  Public  Square 
and  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  117823  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1961.  Applicant:  RALPH  F. 
DUNKLEY,  doing  business  as  DUNKLEY 
DISTRIBUTING  COMPANY,  240  Cali¬ 
fornia  Avenue,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Lon  Rodney  Kump, 
716  Newhouse  Building,  Salt  Lake  City 
11,  Utah.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods  and  potato  products,  not 
frozen,  (1)  from  points  in  Idaho,  south 
of  the  south  boundary  of  Idaho  County, 
to  points  in  Oregon,  Washington,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Wyoming,  Nevada,  Utah,  Ari¬ 
zona,  and  Denver,  Colo.,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  Idaho  south  of  the  south  bound¬ 
ary  of  Idaho  County  and  Ogden,  Salt 
Lake  City,  and  Provo,  Utah,  to  points  in 
Oregon,  Washington,  California,  Wy¬ 
oming,  Nevada,  Utah,  Arizona,  and  Den¬ 
ver,  C(51o.,  and  (3)  from  points  in  Oregon 
to  points  in  Utah,  Wyoming,  and  Idaho. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission.  State 
House,  Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner 
Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  118168  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  No¬ 
vember  20,  1961.  Applicant:  MARQUIS 
REFRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  Findley 
and  Beltline  Road,  Irving,  Tex.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  M.  Ward  Bailey,  807 
Continental  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth  2, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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irregular  routes,  transporting :  Frozen 
potato  products,  cooked  and  uncooked, 
from  points  in  Oregon,  Idaho,  and  Utah 
to  points  in  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma,  and  ex¬ 
empt  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State 
House,  Boise,  Idaho,  before  Examiner 
Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  118838  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1961.  Applicant:  GABOR 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Detroit  Lakes,  Minn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Alan  Foss,  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
feed  and  feed  ingredients,  from  Cedar 
Rapids  and  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  to  the 
Ports  of  Entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  at  or  near  Noyes,  Minn., 
Portal,  N.  Dak.,  and  Sweetgrass,  Mont. 

HEARING:  February  7,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building,  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry 
C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  119531  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
October  30,  1961.  Applicant:  DIECK- 
BRADER  EXPRESS,  INC.,  5391  Eastern 
Avenue,  Cincinnati  26,  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Suite  3600,  Chi¬ 
cago  2,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Metal  containers  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  sale  and  distribution  of  metal  con¬ 
tainers,  between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
points  in  Anderson  Township  (Hamilton 
County),  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  Adrian,  Blissfield,  and  Dundee, 
Mich.,  Dupont,  Austin,  and  Rising  Sun, 
Ind.,  and  also  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  50  and  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  30. 

HEARING:  February  13,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before 
Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  119895  (Sub-No.  4)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  September  28,  1961,  pub¬ 
lished  issue  of  November  29,  1961, 

amended  December  13,  1961,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  this  issue.  Applicant: 
INTERCITY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1055,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Donald  L.  Stern,  924  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Meats, 
packing-house  products,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  used  by  packing  houses,  as  described 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  766,  (a)  From 
Port  Dodge,  Iowa,  to  Springfield,  Mo.,  and 
Port  Smith  and  Little  Rock,  Ark.;  (b) 
Prom  Springfield,  Mo.,  to  Fremont,  Nebr., 
Port  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  Austin  and  Owa- 
tonna,  Minn.;  (c)  From  Fremont,  Nebr., 
to  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  Austin  and 
Owatonna,  Minn.;  and  (d)  From  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  to  Fremont,  Nebr.;  and  (2) 
Empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified 
in  this  application,  from  the  above-spec¬ 


ified  destination  points  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  origin  points. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  add  the  point  of  Owatonna,  Minn.,  as  a 
destination  in  Part  (c)  of  the  application. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  25, 1962,  at  the  Hotel  Sheraton  Fon- 
lenelle,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  before  Examiner 
W.  Elliott  Neffien. 

No.  MC  123681  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  24,  1961.  Applicant:  WIDING 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3347  North¬ 
west  St.  Helens  Road,  Portland  10,  Oreg. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Earle  V.  White, 
Fifth  Avenue  Building,  2130  SW.  5th 
Avenue,  Portland  1,  Oreg.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Ferro-nickel  pigs,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Hanna  Nickel  Smelting 
Co.,  at  or  near  Riddle,  Oreg.,  to  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  and  liquid  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  13,  1962,  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear¬ 
ing  Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
172,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  123840  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  26,  1961.  Applicant:  S.  E.  PRINCE, 
Highway  62,  Lincoln,  Ark.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  Col¬ 
lege,  Fayetteville,  Ark.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Equipment  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  the  poultry  breeding 
and  raising  industry,  for  the  account  of 
The  Buckeye  Incubator  Company  of 
Springfield,  Ohio,  from  Springfield, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Arkansas. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  123920,  filed  September  11, 
1961.  Applicant:  ELDON  H.  RIECK, 
Bay  City,  Wis.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Sand  (processed  and  unproc¬ 
essed),  machinery  and  supplies,  used  in 
the  processing  of  such  sand,  from  Bay 
City,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Iowa,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Illinois,  and  (2)  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili¬ 
ties  (not  specified)  and  such  machinery 
as  may  be  needed  and  oil  and  chemicals, 
used  in  treating  of  sand,  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  12,  1962,  in 
Room  393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  123968,  filed  October  5,  1961. 
Applicant:  J  &  J  MOTOR  SERVICE, 
INC.,  2316  South  Indiana  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert 
H.  Levy,  105  West  Adams  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  3,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dis¬ 
plays,  display  booths,  display  equipment 
and  materials,  exhibition  booths,  exhi¬ 
bition  equipment  and  materials,  crated 
and  uncrated,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spe¬ 
cified)  used  in  transporting  the  above- 


specified  commodities  between  Chicago, 
Ill.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  Philadelphia  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Las  Vegas,  Nev., 
San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Washington,  D.C. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  above-specfled 
commodities  are  to  be  transported  to  or  from 
conventions,  trade  shows  and  exhibitions. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before 
Examiner  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  123980,  filed  October  9,  1961. 
Applicant:  MANDUS  R.  OLSON,  doing 
business  as  M.  R.  OLSON,  735  Springen, 
Fergus  Falls,  Minn.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney  :  Gene  P.  Johnson,  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  materials,  in  bulk  and  in  bags, 
from  points  in  Iowa  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 
(2)  Bags,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ma¬ 
terials,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  between 
points  in  Minnesota,  South  Dakota,  and 
North  Dakota. 

HEARING:  February  14,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  before 
Examiner  Henry  C.  Darmstadter. 

No.  MC  123984,  filed  October  12,  1961. 
Applicant:  COPEY  TRAILERS,  INC., 
606  Board  of  Trade  Building,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  P.  McMahon,  44  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  :  General  commodities,  in  and  on 
trailers,  between  Sharon,  Pa.  and 
Leavittsburg,  Ohio  (a  railroad  point 
within  the  Commercial  Zone  of  Warren, 
Ohio)  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Sharon,  Sharpsville, 
Transfer,  Greenville,  Kennard,  Atlantic, 
Farrell,  Wheatland,  West  Middlesex, 
Pulaski,  Nashua,  New  Castle,  and 
Orangeville,  Pa.  and  Hubbard,  Dough- 
ton’s,  Youngstown,  Girard,  Niles,  War¬ 
ren,  Leavittsburg,  Phalanx,  Mahoning, 
Orangeville,  Johnsons,  Cortland,  North 
Warren,  Braceville,  Atlas,  Windham, 
Freedom,  Depot,  Apco,  Ravenna,  Min¬ 
eral  Ridge,  West  Austintown,  Canfield, 
Marquis,  Greenford,  Washingtonville, 
Leetonia,  and  Lisbon,  Ohio  (stations  on 
the  Erie-Lackawanna  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany’s  lines).  RESTRICTION:  All 
movements  under  the  foregoing  au¬ 
thority  will  have  had  a  prior  or  subse- 
quest  movement  in  piggyback  service. 

Note:  (1)  Applicant  states  the  proposed 
operation  is  for  Erie-Lackawanna  Railroad 
Company  moving  on  railroad  bills  of  lading. 
(2)  Applicant  states  George  Copenhaver,  Dba 
Copey’s  Transfer,  located  at  379  Penn 
Avenue,  Sharon,  Pa.,  holds  authority  under 
Docket  No.  MC  85613  to  transport  house¬ 
hold  goods,  office  furniture  and  fixtures 
between  FarreU,  Pa.,  and  points  within  ten 
(10)  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  and  places  in  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
and  Pennsylvania.  Accordingly,  there  may 
be  a  question  of  control  of  two  carriers 
involved. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
Old  Post  Office  Building,  Public  Square 
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and  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  123986,  filed  October  13,  1961. 
Applicant:  MONTE  TRUCKING,  INC., 
390  North  Lake  Street,  Amherst,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  George  S.  Maxwell, 
1032  Standard  Building,  Cleveland  13, 
Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Concrete 
pipe,  concrete  block,  pre-stressed  con¬ 
crete  structural  members,  flexicore  roof¬ 
ing  and  similar  concrete  products  and 
such  materials  as  are  used  in  the  above- 
specified  commodities,  such  as  steel  wire, 
sheet  steel  and  cement,  between  Am¬ 
herst,  Dayton,  Columbus,  and  Kent, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Michigan,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and 
Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  123991.  filed  October  17,  1961. 
Applicant:  J.  V.  McNICHOLAS  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1028 
West  Rayen  Street,  Youngstown,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Herbert  Baker,  50 
West  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Precut  homes  and 
buildings,  from  Niles,  Ohio  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  West  Viriginia,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  above  described  commodities,  on 
return. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  14552  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  123994,  filed  October  19,  1961. 
Applicant:  JOHN  MARSHALL,  500  Jef¬ 
ferson  Avenue,  Windber,  Pa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  302 
Frick  Building,  Pittsburgh  19,  Pa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages,  in 
containers,  from  Utica,  Rochester  and 
Staten  Island,  N.Y.,  Cumberland,  Md., 
Jersey  City,  N.J.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Windber,  Beaverdale, 
and  Johnstown,  Pa.,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
used  in  transporting  the  above-specified 
commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  January  25,  1962,  at  the 
New  Federal  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  123999,  filed  October  20,  1961. 
Applicant:  J.  ROBERT  DAVIS,  doing 
business  as  DAVIS  TRUCK  LINE,  Main 
Street,  Centre,  Ala.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Oscar  M.  Smith,  Third  Avenue  at 
East  First  Street,  Rome,  Ga.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cottonseed; 
cottonseed  products;  cotton;  burlap  and 
paper  bags;  bagging  and  ties  new,  used 
and  scrap;  insecticides;  fertilizers  and 
fertilizer  materials ;  defoliants;  soybeans 
and  soybean  products,  and  (2)  exempt 


commodities,  moving  at  the  same  time  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  non-exempt  com¬ 
modities,  between  points  in  Alabama, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Georgia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  does  not  seek 
the  right  to  transport  any  of  said  commodi¬ 
ties  in  liquid  form. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  244 
Washington  Street  SW„  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  157,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate  before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  124027,  filed  November  3,  1961. 
Applicant:  MIDWEST  BULK,  INCOR¬ 
PORATED,  Route  1,  Box  472,  Neenah, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank  M. 
Coyne,  Bank  of  Madison  Building,  1 
West  Main  Street,  Madison  3,  Wis. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  Coke 
from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  and  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  and  (b)  pig  iron  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  and 
the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1962,  at  the 
Midland  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  124028,  filed  November  2,  1961. 
Applicant:  TAVARES  AND  GULF  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  3600 
West  Broad  Street,  Richmond,  Va.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  (1)  between  Ocoee,  Fla.,  and  Cler¬ 
mont,  Fla.,  from  Ocoee  over  Florida 
Highway  438  to  junction  Florida  High¬ 
way  455  at  Killarney,  Fla.,  thence  over 
Florida  Highway  455  to  junction  Florida 
Highway  50,  thence  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  50  to  Clermont,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Orlando,  Fla.,  as  an 
off -route  point,  (2)  between  Killarney 
and  Tavares,  Fla.,  from  Killarney  over 
Florida  Highway  455  to  junction  Florida 
Highway  561,  thence  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  561  to  junction  Florida  Highway  19, 
thence  over  Florida  Highway  19  to 
Tavares,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  serving  Orlando,  Fla.,  as  an  off- 
route  point,  (3)  between  Clermont,  Fla., 
and  junction  Florida  Highways  19  and 
561,  from  Clermont  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  27, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Junction 
Florida  Highway  561,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points. 

.  Note:  Applicant  states  "Interstate  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  points  on  the  above 
described  route  will  be  transported  by  ap¬ 
plicant  by  motor  vehicle  to  Tavares,  Fla., 
for  handling  beyond  by  the  said  Seaboard  Air 
Line  Railroad  Company.  Interstate  ship¬ 
ments  destined  to  points  in  this  area  will  be 
received  from  the  Seaboard  Air  Line  Railroad 
Company  at  Tavares  and  handled  by  motor 
vehicle  to  destination.”  Applicant  further 
states,  “The  Tavares  and  Gulf  is  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  the  Seaboard  Air  Line 
Railroad  Company.” 

HEARING:  February  2,  1962,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 


fore  Joint  Board  No.  205,  or  if,  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  124033,  filed  November  6,  1961. 
Applicant:  CHARLES  E.  LANCASTER, 
doing  business  as  S  &  L  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  West  Bright  Street,  P.O.  Box 
4,  Raleigh,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Vaughan  S.  Winbome,  Capital  Club 
Building,  Raleigh,  N.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  material,  in 
truck  loads,  from  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  points 
in  the  commercial  zone  thereof,  to  points 
in  Lenoir  County,  N.C.,  furnishing  no 
transportation  except  for  exempt  com¬ 
modities  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  P.O.  Building, 
Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  7. 

No.  MC  124050,  filed  November  16, 
1961.  Applicant:  NATHAN  T.  FLOW¬ 
ERS  AND  NELSON  R.  JONES,  a  part¬ 
nership,  doing  business  as  FLOWERS  & 
JONES  TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  3, 
Smithfield,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  Kerr,  Jr.,  Warrenton,  N.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  in  bags, 
from  Norfolk,  Va.,  to  Oxford,  N.C.,  and 
points  in  North  Carolina  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified),  used  in  transporting  the 
above-specified  commodity,  on  return. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  P.O.  Building, 
Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  7. 

No.  MC  124059,  filed  November  20, 
1961.  Applicant:  REJER  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  212  Pike  Street,  Marietta,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  M.  Burtch, 
44  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Pig  Iron, 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in  Water¬ 
ford  Township  (Washington  County), 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Delaware,  Pennsylvania,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Ohio,  and  scrap  metals,  wood 
chips,  coke  and  lime,  on  return. 


Note:  Applicant  states  R.  O.  Wetz,  presi¬ 
dent  and  shareholder,  also  is  a  carrier  holding 
authority  in  Docket  No.  MC  31438. 


HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Warren  C.  White. 

No.  MC  124071,  filed  November  29, 
1961.  Applicant:  MARTIN  TRUSHEN- 
SKI,  doing  business  as  TRUSHENSKI 
TRUCKING,  511  Wilson  Avenue,  St. 
Cloud,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Gordon  Rosenmeier,  72  Broadway,  Little 
Falls,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fresh  meats  in  shipper-owned  refrig¬ 
erated  semitrailers,  from  St.  Cloud, 
Minn.,  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili¬ 
ties  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  above  described  commodities,  on 
return. 

HEARING:  February  12, 1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building,  and  U.S.  Court 
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House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Henry 
C.  Darmstadter. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub-No.  315),  filed  De¬ 
cember  1,  1961.  Applicant:  PUBLIC 
SERVICE  COORDINATED  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  a  corporation,  180  Boyden  Ave¬ 
nue,  Maplewood,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Richard  Fry  ling,  Public  Service 
Coordinated  Transport,  Law  Depart¬ 
ment,  180  Boyden  Avenue,  Maplewood, 
NJ.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
a  regular  route,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  within  the  city  of  Newark, 
N.J.,  from  the  Newark  Airport  Passen¬ 
ger  Terminal  located  on  Port  Street, 
Newark,  N.J.,  over  Port  Street  and  Ter¬ 
minal  Street  to  the  Port  of  New  York 
Authority  Marine  Terminal,  Port  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  January  31, 1962,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  119. 

No.  MC  3700  (Sub-No.  47)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  September  14,  1961,  pub¬ 
lished  issue  December  6,  1961,  amended 
December  11,  1961,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  MAN¬ 
HATTAN  TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  US.  Route  46,  East  Paterson, 
N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  E. 
Goldstein,  24  West  40th  Street,  New 
York  18,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  special 
round-trip  sightseeing*  and  pleasure 
tours  beginning  and  ending  at  Jersey 
City  and  Bayonne,  N.J.,  and  extending 
to  points  in  Florida. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  Include  the  city  of  Bayonne. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  16,  1962  at  the  State  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  212, 1100  Raymond  Boulevard, 
Newark,  N.J.,  before  Examiner  C.  Shoup. 

No.  MC  52475  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  De¬ 
cember  7,  1961.  Applicant:  POTOMAC 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  119  W.  Franklin 
Street.  Hagerstown,  Md.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  L.  C.  Major,  Jr.,  2001  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage  and  express,  mail 
and  newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Hagerstown,  Md., 
and  Greencastle,  Pa.,  from  Hagerstown, 
over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Greencastle, 
thence  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  January  23,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Hagerstown,  Md.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  74,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  C.  Cheseldine. 

No.  MC  61016  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1961.  Applicant:  PETER  PAN 
BUS  LINES,  INC.,  144  Bridge  Street, 
Springfield,  Mass.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  L.  Mobley,  1694  Main 
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Street,  Springfield  3,  Mass.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers,  in  special 
round-trip  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Chicopee,  Easthampton,  Holy¬ 
oke,  Northampton,  Springfield,  Sunder¬ 
land,  Whately,  and  Willimansett,  Mass., 
and  extending  to  Ashuelot  and  Winches¬ 
ter,  N.H. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ation  will  be  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers,  who,  at  the  time,  are  travel¬ 
ing  from  the  designated  origin  points  to  the 
designated  destination  points,  and  return, 
for  the  purpose  of  participating  in  games 
commonly  referred  to  as  “Beano”  or  “Bingo” 
games. 

HEARING:  January  18,  1962,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  20,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  John  L.  York. 

No.  MC  109598  (Sub-No.  23),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  19,  1961.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
SCENIC  STAGES,  a  corporation,  217 
North  Converse  Street,  Spartanburg, 
S.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Wilmer  A. 
Hill,  Transportation  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express, 
mail  and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers;  (1)  Between  Orange¬ 
burg,  S.C.,  and  junction  South  Carolina 
Highways  170  and  46,  from  Orangeburg 
over  U.S.  Highway  601  to  junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  49,  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  49  to  junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  36,  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  36  to  Bamberg,  S.C., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  601  through 
Ehrhardt  to  Hampton,  S.C.,  thence  over 
South  Carolina  Highway  28  through 
Varnville  to  Almeda,  S.C.,  thence  over 
South  Carolina  Highway  128  through 
Grays,  Gillisonville,  and  Ridgeland,  S.C., 
to  junction  South  Carolina  462,  thence 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  462  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  170, 
thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway  170 
to  junction  South  Carolina  Highway  46, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (2)  Between 
junction  South  Carolina  Highways  46 
and  462,  and  junction  South  Carolina 
Highways  462  and  170,  from  junction 
South  Carolina  Highways  46  and  462, 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  462  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  170, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (3)  Between 
junction  South  Carolina  Highways  462 
and  170  and  Beaufort,  S.C.,  from  junc¬ 
tion  South  Carolina  Highways  462  and 
170,  over  South  Carolina  Highway  170  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  281, 
thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway  281 
to  Beaufort,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  (1)  Applicant  states  the  routes  de¬ 
scribed  above  duplicate  in  the  part  those  de¬ 
scribed  in  its  application  under  MC  109598 
(Sub-No.  24),  however  applicant  does  not 
seek  duplicating  rights  over  the  described 
routes  which  were  included  In  each  applica¬ 
tion  as  a  part  of  the  over-all  service.  (2) 
Applicant  states  it  is  under  common  control 
with  Coastal  Stages  Corp.,  MC  110595  and 
Gray  Line  of  Charleston,  MC  77780. 


HEARING:  February  5,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Columbia,  S.C.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  177. 

No.  MC  109598  (Sub-No.  25),  filed  No¬ 
vember  6,  1961.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
SCENIC  STAGES,  a  corporation,  217 
North  Converse  Street,  Spartanburg, 
S.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Wilmer  A. 
Hill,  Transportation  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers,  newspapers,  express,  mail  and 
baggage  of  passengers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Myrtle 
Beach,  S.C.,  and  Supply,  N.C.;  from  Myr¬ 
tle  Beach  over  South  Carolina  Highway 
73  to  U.S.  Highway  17,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  17  vto  South  Carolina  Highway 
9,  thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway 
9  to  South  Carolina  Highway  57,  thence 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  57  to  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  at  which  point  the  number  changes 
to  North  Carolina  Highway  1303,  thence 
over  North  Carolina  Highway  1303  to 
U.S.  Highway  17,  thence  over  US.  High¬ 
way  17  to  Supply,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  under  common 
control  with  Coastal  Stages  Corp.,  MC  110595 
and  The  Gray  Line  of  Charleston,  MC  77780. 

HEARING:  February  7,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Columbia,  S.C.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  2. 

No.  MC  123577  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  28,  1961.  Applicant:  WAR- 
WICK-GREENWOOD  LAKE  AND  NEW 
YORK  TRANSIT,  INC.,  730  Madison 
Avenue,  Paterson,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Edward  F.  Bowes,  1060  Broad 
Street.  Newark  2,  N.J.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  and 
newspapers  and  express,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  between  the 
junction  of  Paterson  and  Hamburg 
Turnpike  and  Church  Lane,  Wayne 
Township,  N.J.,  and  junction  Church 
Lane  and  Douglas  Way,  Wayne  Town¬ 
ship,  N.J. ;  from  junction  Paterson  and 
Hamburg  Turnpike  and  Church  Lane, 
over  Church  Lane  to  junction  Church 
Lane  and  Douglas  Way,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  at  the  present 
time  it  has  authority  to  operate  over  Church 
Lane  with  closed  doors  in  connection  with 
its  express  service  to  New  York.  Applicant 
requests  that  its  existing  restriction  on 
Church  Lane  at  the  junction  of  Douglas  Way 
be  lifted  for  the  purpose  of  segmenting  the 
proposed  route  with  its  existing  route. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1962,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  119. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Is  Requested 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  8964  (Sub-No.  18),  filed  De- 
cember  4,  1961.  Applicant:  WITTE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  2481  North  Cleveland  Avenue, 
St.  Paul  13,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
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vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ;  (1)  Between  Farmington, 
Minn.,  and  Owatonna,  Minn.,  from 
Farmington  over  Minnesota  Highway  218 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  Owatonna,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations;  (2) 
Between  Red  Wing,  Minn,  and  Zum- 
brota,  Minn.,  from  Red  Wing  over  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  58  to  Zumbrota,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  presently 
authorized  regular  route  operations;  (3) 
Between  Red  Wing,  Minn.,  and  Weaver, 
Minn.,  from  Red  Wing  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  Weaver,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  presently  authorized  regular 
route  operations;  and  (4)  Between  Kel- 
logg,  Minn.,  and  Plainview,  Minn.,  from 
Kellogg  over  Minnesota  Highway  42  to 
Plainview,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
presently  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions. 

No.  MC  13367  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  De¬ 
cember  8,  1961.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
MERLEY,  Box  1312,  New  Carlisle,  Ind. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Carney,  2248  Parkview  Place,  South 
Bend,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat 
scraps,  tankage,  and  dried  blood  from 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana  and  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan. 

No.  MC  80504  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  6,  1961.  Applicant  HERMAN 
SHEIN,  HOWARD  M.  SHEIN,  JULES 
Y.  SHEIN,  PHILLIP  SHEIN,  AND  SAM¬ 
UEL  SHEIN,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  SHEIN’S  EXPRESS,  1225  Cal¬ 
houn  Street,  Trenton,  N.J.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  livestock,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment) ; 
(1)  Between  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  and  junction 
of  New  York  Highway  5  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  from  Buffalo  over  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  junction  New  York  Highway  5,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  present  regu¬ 
lar  route  operations;  (2)  Between  Au¬ 
burn,  N.Y.,  and  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  and  U.S.  Highway  11,  from 
Auburn,  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  11,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 


ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  present  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions;  (3)  Between  Binghampton,  N.Y., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Binghamp¬ 
ton  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Scranton, 
Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  611  to 
Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operation 
convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  present  regular  route  op¬ 
erations;  (4)  Between  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  611  and  U.S.  Highway  46  near 
Columbia,  N.J.,  and  Junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  3  and  New  Jersey  17  near 
Rutherford,  N.J.,  from  Junction  U.S. 
Highways  611  and  46,  east  over  U.S. 
Highway  46  to  Junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  3,  thence  over  New  Jersey 
Highway  3  to  Junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  17,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only  in  connection  with  applicant’s  pres¬ 
ent  regular  route  operations;  (5)  Be¬ 
tween  Junction  U.S.  Highway  46  and 
New  Jersey  Highway  69  and  Trenton, 
N.J.,  from  Junction  U.S.  Highway  46  and 
New  Jersey  Highway  69,  over  New  Jersey 
Highway  69  to  Trenton,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  present  regular  route 
operations. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  481),  filed 
December  6,  1961.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
K.  Maslin  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Aviation  gasoline,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Neville  Island,  Pa., 
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No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  87) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  6,  1961.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  706 
West  Tampa  Street,  Springfield,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Turner  White  IH, 
805  Woodruff  Building,  Springfield,  Mo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  animal  and 
poultry  feed  supplements,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Springfield,  Mo.,  to 
Frankford,  Del. 

No.  MC  114493  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  7,  1961.  Applicant:  NEW  HOPE 
MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  446, 
New  Hope,  Pa.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Harry  C.  Maxwell,  200  Penn  Square 
Building,  Juniper  and  Filbert  Streets, 
Philadelphia  7,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sand,  gravel,  and  stone,  from  the 
site  of  the  quarry  of  New  Hope  Crushed 
Stone  &  Lime  Co.,  at  New  Hope,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  (except  Lakehurst 
and  except  those  in  Burlington,  Camden, 
Hunterdon,  Mercer,  and  Salem  Coun¬ 
ties)  . 

No.  MC  123992  (Sub-No.  1)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  November  15,  1961, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  November  29,  1961,  corrected  Decem¬ 
ber  6, 1961,  republished  as  corrected,  this 


issue.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN  CO 
OF  PA.,  INC.,  620  South  29th  Street, 
Milwaukee  46,  Wis.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  R.  Ziperski  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cement  and  mortar;  (1)  from  West  Win¬ 
field,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ashtabula,  Trum¬ 
bull,  Mahoning,  Columbiana,  Jefferson, 
Harrison,  Belmont,  Geauga,  Lake,  Port¬ 
age,  Stark,  Tuscarawas,  Guernsey, 
Cuyahoga,  Summit,  Wayne,  Holmes! 
Coshocton,  Muskingum,  Lorain,  Medina! 
Ashland,  Knox,  Licking,  Fairfield,  Noble, 
Perry,  Erie,  Huron,  Crawford,  Morrow, 
Hocking,  Morgan,  Monroe,  Washington, 
Athens,  Meigs,  Richland  and  Carroll 
Counties,  Ohio,  Garrett,  Allegany,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Frederick,  and  Carroll  Counties, 
Md.,  and  Hancock,  Brooke,  Ohio,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Wetzel,  Monogalia,  Preston,  Ma¬ 
rion,  Tyler,  Taylor,  Pleasants,  Wood, 
Ritchie,  Doddridge,  Harrison,  Barbour, 
Tucker,  Mineral,  Grant,  Hardy,  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Morgan,  Berkeley,  Jefferson,  Writ, 
Gilmer,  Lewis,  Upshur,  Randolph,  Pen¬ 
dleton,  Jackson,  Calhoun,  Roane,  Brax¬ 
ton,  Clay,  Nicholas,  Webster,  and  Poca¬ 
hontas  Counties,  W.  Va.;  and  (2)  from 
Universal,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  West  Virginia  within  175  miles 
of  Universal. 

Note:  (1)  Applicant  presently  holds  au¬ 
thority  to  perform  the  above-described  op¬ 
erations  as  a  contract  carrier  in  Permit  No. 
MC  111624.  This  is  an  application  to  convert 
its  existing  contract-  authority,  as  pertains 
to  cement,  to  common  carrier  authority,  and 
constitutes  the  election  provided  in  report 
of  the  Commission,  in  No.  MC  27817  (Sub- 
No.  35),  H.  C.  Gabler,  Inc.,  Extension — Ce¬ 
ment,  from  Maryland  and  Pennsylvania 
Counties,  decided  July  19,  1961.  (2)  This 

republication  corrects  the  second  word  of  line 
22  of  previous  publication  to  read  “Md.” 
instead  of  Ohio,  and  the  words  following  in 
line  22  are  corrected  to  read  "and  Hancock, 
Brooke,”  in  lieu  of  “Garrett  and  Allegany". 
In  line  25  of  previous  publication  the  word 
preceding  “Harrison”  is  corrected  to  read 
"Doddridge”. 

No.  MC  124079,  filed  December  5, 1961. 
Applicant:  JACK  BOWER,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  BOWER’S  TOWING,  376  East 
Cuyahoga  Falls  Avenue,  Akron,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold  M.  Wilson, 
First  National  Tower,  Akron,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Any  motor  or 
other  highway  vehicle  designed  for  gen¬ 
eral  highway  transportation,  which  are 
dead,  wrecked,  disabled,  abandoned,  re¬ 
possessed,  stolen  and  embezzled,  with 
and  without  cargo,  by  wrecker  equip¬ 
ment  only,  (2)  dollies,  where  said  ve¬ 
hicles  are  in  such  condition  that  the 
vehicle  cannot  be  towed  and  (3)  re¬ 
placement  vehicles  and  equipment  for 
wrecked  and  disabled  vehicles,  by 
wrecker  service  only,  between  points  in 
Medina,  Portage,  Stark,  Summit,  and 
Wayne  Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  op¬ 
eration  is  restricted  to  exclude  abandoned, 
embezzled,  repossessed  and  stolen  mobile 
homes  and  house  trailers. 
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motor  carriers  of  passengers 

No.  MC  123916  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  11,  1961.  Applicant:  BRENTON 
B.  HOLTER  AND  DALLAS  L.  SHULL, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  GROVE 
CITY  BUS  LINES,  R.D.  No.  4,  Grove  City, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  S.  Harrison 
Kahn,  1110-14  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express,  mail  and  newspapers  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers;  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Youngstown,  Ohio  and  Zelienople, 
pa.,  from  Youngstown  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  422  to  New  Castle,  Pa.,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  88  to  Ellwood 
City,  Pa.,  and  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  288  to  Zelienople,  (also  from 
the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  line  over 
unnumbered  highway  formerly  U.S. 
Highway  422  to  New  Castle,  Pa.) ,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  (2)  Between  Sharon, 
Pa.  and  New  Castle,  Pa.,  from  Sharon 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  18  to  New 
Castle,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (3)  Be¬ 
tween  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  New  Castle, 
Pa.,  from  Pittsburgh  over  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  Zelienople,  Pa.,  thence  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  288  to  Ellwood  City, 
Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
88  to  Energy,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  388  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  422,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
422  to  New  Castle,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (4)  Between  Meadville,  Pa. 
and  Youngstown,  Pa.,  from  Meadville 
over  U.S.  Highway  322  to  Jamestown, 
Pa.,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway 
322  to  Greenville,  Pa.,  thence  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  18  to  the  intersection 
of  Pennsylvania  Highways  18  and  518, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  518 
to  Sharon,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  62  to  Youngstown,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Notice  of  Piling  of  Petitions 

No.  MC  118808  (Sub-No.  2)  (PETI¬ 
TIONS  TO  AMEND  PERMIT) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  18, 1961,  and  October  31,  1961.  Pe¬ 
titioner:  ABC  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Petition¬ 
er’s  attorney:  William  O.  Turney,  2001 
Massachusetts  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington 
6,  D.C.  By  two  separate  petitions  filed 
October  18,  and  October  31,  1961,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  authority  to  add  additional 
shippers  to  petitioner’s  presently-au¬ 
thorized  Permit  No.  MC  118808  (Sub-No. 
2)  covering  the  transportation,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  of:  “New  furniture  and 
new  home  furnishings,  between  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  and 
New  Jersey.  RESTRICTION :  The  trans¬ 
portation  service  authorized  above  is  re¬ 
stricted  so  as  to  exclude  the  performance 
of  any  service  to  and  from  Chester,  Pa. 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  de¬ 
partment  stores,  between  Philadelphia, 
pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Atlantic  City,  Delaware  Township,  and 
Trenton,  N.J.,  and  Wilmington,  Del. 
RESTRICTION :  The  operations  author¬ 


ized  herein  are  limited  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
the  following  shippers:  John  Wana- 
maker,  Philadelphia,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Strawbridge  and  Clothier,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  Lit  Brothers,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Snellenburg,  Philadelphia,  Pa.”  The 
petition  filed  October  18,  1961,  seeks  to 
add  Gimbel  Bros.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as 
shipper,  and  the  petition  filed  October  31, 
1961,  seeks  to  add  Bamberger’s  Depart¬ 
ment  Store,  Cherry  Hill,  Delaware  Town¬ 
ship,  N.J.  as  a  shipper.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  oppose  the  additions 
sought,  may,  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  file  an  appropriate  pleading. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  section 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto  (49  CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8021.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  ROBIDEAU’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  460  Oregon  Avenue,  Phila¬ 
delphia  48,  Pa.,  of  a  portion  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  JOSEPH  H.  SMITH, 
WILLIAM  H.  SMITH,  and  JAMES  J. 
SMITH,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
JOSEPH  H.  SMITH  &  COMPANY,  1027 
Marlborough  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  for  acquisition  by  VINCENT 
D’ANELLA,  SR.,  1101  Gerritt  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  MARY  MELSO,  1127 
Cross  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
LOUIS  D’ANELLA,  2505  South  Lambert 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  representative:  Charles  H. 
Trayford,  Room  3001,  220  East  42d 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Groceries  and 
canned  goods,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
irregular  routes  between  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  Baltimore,  Md. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware  and  Maryland.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8022.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  UNITED  SHIPPING  CO., 
2601  Broadway  Road,  Minneapolis  13, 
Minn.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  ADVANCED-UNITED  EX¬ 
PRESSWAYS,  INC.,  1006  South  Barclay 
Street,  Milwaukee  4,  Wis.,  and  RED 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  2601  Broadway 
Road,  Minneapolis  13,  Minn.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  FRED  B.  WINES,  also  of 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  property  through  the  trans¬ 
action.  Applicants’  attorney:  Thomas 
E.  Sands,  Johnson  &  Sands,  2000  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis  2, 
Minn.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
merged:  (ADVANCE)  General  com¬ 
modities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 


routes  between  Bristol,  Wis.,  and  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  restricted  to 
traffic  moving  to  or  from  Minneapolis 
and  South  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  to  traffic 
moving  from  points  between  Milwaukee 
and  Minneapolis;  points  between  Mil¬ 
waukee  and  Minneapolis  restricted  to 
southbound  traffic  only;  and  points  be¬ 
tween  Bristol  and  Milwaukee  restricted 
to  pick-up  on  northbound  traffic  and 
delivery  on  southbound  traffic;  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Racine  and  Kenosha, 
Wis.,  restricted  to  truckload  lots  only; 
Franksville,  Cudahy,  Granville,  Carroll- 
ville,  South  Milwaukee,  and  West  Allis, 
Wis.,  restricted  to  pick-up  on  northbound 
traffic  and  delivery  on  southbound  traf¬ 
fic;  and  South  St.  Paul,  unrestricted, 
serving  various  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  in  connection  with  regular- 
route  operations,  and  over  several  alter¬ 
nate  routes  for  operating  convenience 
only;  general  commodities,  excepting, 
among  others,  household  goods  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  over  irregular  routes 
between  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
site  of  the  Twin  City  Ordnance  Plant,  in 
Mounds  View  Township,  Ramsey  County, 
Minn.,  and  the  site  of  the  Northern 
Pump  Company  at  Fridley,  Minn.,  serv¬ 
ing  certain  intermediate  or  off-route 
points  in  connection  with  carrier’s  exist¬ 
ing  operations;  (RED  TRUCK)  General 
commodities,  excepting,  among  others. 
Class  A  &  B  explosives,  household  goods, 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes  between  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  and  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak., 
serving  certain  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points;  groceries,  between  Duluth, 
Minn.,  and  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  point  of  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.,  and  over  various  alternate  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only;  general 
commodities,  with  the  above-specified 
exceptions,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul,  South  St. 
Paul,  and  Newport,  Minn.;  general  com¬ 
modities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  between  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  the  site  of  the  Twin  City  Ordnance 
Plant  in  Mounds  View  Township,  Ram¬ 
sey  County,  Minn.,  canned  goods,  from 
Cumberland,  Wis.,  and  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  within  50  miles  of  Cumberland, 
to  Moorhead  and  Thief  River  Falls, 
Minn.,  and  Fargo  and  Grand  Forks,  N. 
Dak.,  malt  beverages,  from  LaCrosse  and 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  Moorhead,  Minn., 
and  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  and  empty  malt 
beverage  containers  from  Moorhead, 
Minn.,  and  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  to  LaCrosse 
and  Milwaukee,  Wis.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Minnesota,  Illinois,  and  Wisconsin. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8023.  Application  of  NA¬ 
TIONAL  FREIGHT,  INC.,  57  West  Park 
Avenue,  Vineland,  N.J.,  to  purchase  the 
operating  rights  of  SEASHORE  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  303 
North  Second  Street,  Vineland,  N.J.,  and 
for  acquisition  by  REBA  SHUMAN,  57 
West  Park  Avenue,  Vineland,  N.J.,  of 
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control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Homer  S. 
Carpenter,  618  Perpetual  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.C.  The  application 
seeks  authority  under  section  5,  for  the 
purchase  of  vendor’s  operating  rights, 
by  vendee  which  was  accomplished  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  granted  in  No.  MC- 
FC  61622,  by  order  of  November  28,  1958, 
by  The  Transfer  Board.  In  No.  MC- 
2860  Sub-3,  a  certificate  was  issued  to 
vendee,  NATIONAL  FREIGHT,  INC., 
under  its  former  corporate  name  of  Vic¬ 
tory  Transportation,  Inc.,  covering  the 
rights,  which  authorize  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  general  commodities,  excluding 
household  goods  and  other  specified 
commodities,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
a  regular  route,  between  Malaga,  N.J., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  the  route,  except 
Camden,  N.J.,  and  the  off-route  point  of 
Pitman,  N.J.  The  proceeding  in  No. 
MC-FC  61622  was  reopened  for  hearing 
on  June  21,  1961,  by  Division  3  at  which 
time  it  entered  an  investigation  order 
under  section  5(7)  in  No.  MC-F-7908, 
Bernard  Brown — Investigation  of  Con¬ 
trol — National  Freight,  Inc.  (formerly 
Victory  Transportation,  Inc.),  NA¬ 
TIONAL  FREIGHT,  INC.,  is  also  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Rhode  Island,  Florida,  New 
Hampshire,  Ohio,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Maine, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Indiana, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8019.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CAROLINA  SCENIC 
STAGES,  217  North  Converse  Street, 
Spartanburg,  S.C.,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  JOHN  W.  PATTERSON,  Hilton 
Head,  S.C.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
HAMISH  TURNER,  217  North  Converse 
Street,  Spartanburg,  S.C.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  Wilmer  A.  Hill, 
Transportation  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regular 
routes  between  all  points  on  Hilton  Head 
Island,  S.C.,  and  Savannah,  Ga.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  except  those  in¬ 
termediate  to  Savannah  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  South  Carolina  Highways  46  and 
170.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  North  Carolina, 
Georgia,  and  South  Carolina.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8020.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CAROLINA  SCENIC 
STAGES,  217  North  Converse  Street, 
Spartanburg,  S.C.,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  and  certain  property  of 
SOUTHERN  COACH  COMPANY,  1300 
East  Pettigrew  Street,  Durham,  N.C., 
and  for  acquisition  by  HAMISH 
TURNER,  also  of  Spartanburg,  S.C.,  of 
control  of  such  rights  and  property 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  Wilmer  A.  Hill,  Ames,  Hill  and 
Ames,  Transportation  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Operating  rights  sought  to 


be  transferred:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes  from  Jacksonville,  N.C.,  to 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  and  between  Wil¬ 
mington,  N.C.,  and  Southport,  N.C.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points.  RESTRIC¬ 
TION:  The  authority  granted  herein 
over  the  separate  routes  between  Wil¬ 
mington,  N.C.,  and  Southport,  N.C.,  shall 
be  construed  as  conferring  a  single  oper¬ 
ating  right,  not  servable  by  sale  or  other¬ 
wise.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Georgia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8024.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  McGINN  BUS  CO.,  INC.,  55 
Kilby  Street,  Boston,  Mass.,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  and  property  of  MAR¬ 
GUERITE  E.  McGINN,  an  individual, 
doing  business  as  McGINN  BUS  COM¬ 
PANY,  99  Cottage  Street,  Lynn,  Mass., 
and  for  acquisition  by  RICHARD  W. 
ANZUONI,  JOHN  F.  ANZUONI,  JAMES 
G.  ANZUONI,  GEORGE  S.  ANZUONI, 
ALBERT  A.  ANZUONI,  and  LAWRENCE 
A.  ANZUONI,  all  of  55  Kilby  Street,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  of  control  of  such  rights  and 
property  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  Louis  J.  Ferrari,  73 
Tremont  Street,  Boston  8,  Mass.,  and 
Mary  E.  Kelley,  10  Tremcnt  Street,  Bos¬ 
ton  8,  Mass.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  during  the  respective  racing 
seasons  only,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes  between  Lynn,  Mass.,  and 
Salem.  N.H.,  and  between  Lynn,  Mass., 
and  Pawtucket,  R.I.;  passengers,  in 
round-trip  special  operations,  during  the 
racing  season  at  Lincoln  Downs  race 
track,  over  irregular  routes  between 
Lynn,  Mass.,  and  Lincoln  Downs  race 
track  at  Lincoln,  R.I.;  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  operations, 
from  Lynn,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  of  Lynn,  to  Graymoor  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  points  in  Westchester  County, 
N.Y.,  and  those  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
and  Massachusetts;  passengers,  in 
special  round  trip  operations,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  passengers,  who 
at  the  time  are  traveling  from  the  des¬ 
ignated  origin  points  to  the  designated 
destinations  and  return,  for  the  purpose 
of  participating  in  games  commonly  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  beano  and  bingo  games,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Lynn  and  Read¬ 
ing,  Mass.,  and  extendin'*  to  Derry  and 
Hudson,  N.H.,  and  beginning  and  ending 
at  Lynn,  Salem,  Peabody,  Reading,  and 
Marblehead,  Mass.,  and  extending  to 
Pelham,  N.H.,  and  beginning  and  ending 
at  Lynn,  Marblehead,  Salem,  Peabody, 
and  Danvers,  Mass.,  and  extending  to 
St.  Joseph  Parish  Hall,  in  Salem,  N.H., 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  and 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round- 
trip  special  operations,  during  the  har¬ 
ness  racing  seasons,  only,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Lynn,  and  Salem,  Mass.,  and 
extending  to  Salem,  N.H.  Vendee  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
However,  its  controlling  stockholders  are 
affiliated  with  (1)  Service  Bus  Line,  Inc., 
851  Broadway,  Revere.  Mass.,  and  (2) 
Plymouth  and  Brockton  Street  Railway 
Co.,  112-114  Sandwich  Street,  Plymouth, 


Mass.,  which  are  authorized  to  operate 
as  common  carriers  in  (1)  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Connecticut,  and  (2) 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Maine.  Application  has 
been  field  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 


By  the  Commission. 


[seal] 


Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 


[F.R.  Doc.  61-12023;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:46  am  ] 


[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-37  (Sub-No.  3)  ] 

PETITION  TO  CLARIFY  AND/OR  DE- 
FINE  THE  COMMERCIAL  ZONE  OF 
DETROIT,  MICHIGAN,  FOR  PUR¬ 
POSE  OF  SECTION  203(b)(8)  OF  THE 
INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  ACT 


December  15, 1961. 


Petitioners’  attorney:  Rex  Eames, 
1800  Buhl  Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich. 
Notice  of  the  filing  of  a  petition  to  clarify 
and/or  define  the  Commercial  Zone  of 
Detroit,  Mich.,  under  Section  203(b)(8) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  ten¬ 
dered  by  39  carriers  named  in  the  prior 
publication,  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  August  9,  1961. 
For  purposes  of  specifically  identifying 
the  subject  matter,  the  proceeding  has 
been  reassigned  as  shown  above  to  in¬ 
clude  a  subsequent  filing  docket  num¬ 
ber  under  Ex  Parte  No.  37.  The  matter 
has  been  assigned  for  hearing  Janu¬ 
ary  12,  1962,  at  the  Detroit  Leland  Ho¬ 
tel,  Detroit,  Mich.,  before  Examiner 
James  Anton. 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 


Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12027;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


(File  No.  1-3678] 

GAMBLE-SKOGMO,  INC. 


Notice  of  Application  to  Strike  From 
Listing  and  Registration  and  of  Op* 
portunity  for  Hearing 


December  14, 1961. 


In  the  matter  of  Gamble-Skogmo,  Inc., 
Common  Stock,  File  No.  1-3478. 

Midwest  Stock  Exchange  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
12(d)  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12d2-l(b)  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder,  to  strike  the  specified 
security  from  listing  and  registration 
thereon. 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  striking  this  security  from  listing  and 
registration  include  the  following:  This 
application  is  made  with  the  approval  of 
the  issuer  and  is  based  on  inactivity  on 
the  Exchange.  The  stock  remains  listed 
on  New  York  Stock  Exchange. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Wednesday,  December  20,  1961 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
December  29,  1961,  from  any  interested 
person  for  a  hearing  in  regard  to  terms 
to  be  imposed  upon  the  delisting  of  this 
security,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  to  set  the  matter  down  for  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  request  should  state  briefly 
the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the  person 
requesting  the  hearing  and  the  position 


he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  imposition  of  terms.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
his  views  or  any  additional  facts  bearing 
on  this  application  by  means  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  If  no  one  requests  a 
hearing  on  this  matter,  this  application 
will  be  determined  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 


mission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
in  the  application  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  flies  of  the 
Commission  pertaining  to  the  matter. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-12013;  Filed,  Dec.  19,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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